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Old Sauna Landfill N~w !tt~

Site Name EPA Site ID Number

Route 11 and Wolf St.
Town of Sauna,
Onandaga County, New York 02-8606-01

Address TDD Number

SITE DESCRIPTION

Old Salina Landfill is an inactive municipal sanitary landfill located in the
Town of Salina, Onondaga County, New York. The landfill encompasses
approximately 20-30 acres of land. It is unknown when the landfill began
operations, but, in 1972 the landfill closed. The landfill borders the New
York State Thruway to the north and Ley Creek to the south. During the
landfill’s operation, the Town of Salina received several violation notices
for non-compliance with the state regulations. It is suspected that the
landfill received PCB contaminated waste at sometime in the past.

PRIORITY FOR FURTHER ACTION: High X Medium Low_None___

RECOMMENDATIONS

A site inspection and HRS scoring model has been prepared concurrently
with the preliminary assessment.

Prepared by: Salvador A. Riggi, 3r. Date: 8/4/86
of NUS Corporation



1. IDENTIFICATION
01 STATE 02 SITE NUMBER

NY New Site

4 30 05’ 2 2’. N 0 7 6° 0 8’ 53. W

10 DIRECTIONS TO SITE (Starting from nearest public road)

Route 11 south past N.Y. State Thruway to Wolf Street. Right on Wolf Street to the landfill.

III. RESPONSIBLE PARTIES
01 OWNER (if known) 02 STREET (Business, mailing, residential)

Town of Salina 201 School Road
03 CITY 04 STATE 05 ZIP CODE 06 TELEPHONE NUMBER

Liverpool NY 13088
07 OPERATOR (if known and different from owner) 08 STREET (Business, mailing, residential)

09 CITY 10 STATE 11 ZIP CODE 12 TELEPHONE NUMBER

C)13 TYPE OF OWNERSHIP (Check one)
A. PRIVATE B. FEDERAL: C. STATE 0. COUNTY X E. MUNICIPAL

— (Agency name) — —

F. OTHER: — 6. UNKNOWN
(Specify)

14. OWNER/OPERATOR NOTIFICATION ON FILE (Check all that apply)

A. RCRA 3001 DATE RECEIVED: / / — B. UNCONTROLLED WASTE SITE (CERCLA 103 c) DATE RECEIVED: / I

X C. NONE

IV. CHARACTERIZATION OF POTENTIAL HAZARD
01 ON SITE INSPECTION BY (Check all that apply)

X YES DATE: 7 / 1 / 86 — A. EPA X B. EPA CONTRACTOR — C. STATE — 0. OTHER CONTRACTOR

NO E. LOCAL HEALTh OFFICIAL F. OTHER:
— — (Specify)

CONTRACTOR NAME(S): NUS Corporation

02 SITE STATUS (Check one) 03 YEARS OF OPERATION

A. ACTIVE X B. INACTIVE C. UNKNOWN Unknown 1972 UNKNOWN
BEGINNING ENDING

04 DESCRIPTION OF SUBSTANCES POSSIBLY PRESENT, KNOWN, OR ALLEGED

Municipal solid waste, PCB’s

05 DESCRIPTIoN OF POTENTIAL HAZARD TO ENVIRONMENT AND/OR POPULATION

Potential contamination of groundwater and surface water from leachate.

IV. PRIORITY ASSESSMENT
01 PRIORITY FOR INSPECTION (Check one. If high or medium is checked, complete Part 2 — Waste information and Part 3 —

Description of Hazardous Conditions and Incidents)

X A. HIGH B. MEDIUM C. LOW 0. NONE
(Inspe~Efon required promptly) (In~ction required) (InspectioW~n time available basis) —

IV. INFORMATION AVAILABLE FROM
01 CONTACT 02 OF (Agency/Organization) 03 TELEPHONE NO.

Diana Messina U.S. EPA — Region II (201) 321—6685

04 PERSON RESPONSIBLI ‘TTE INSPECTION FORM 05 AGENCY 06 ORGANIZATION 07 TELEPHONE NO. 08 DATE

Salvador A. Riggi, Jr. FIT II NUS Corporation (201) 225—6160 08 /04 I 86

MONTH JAY YEAR~KTORN 2070—13 (7—81) -—______________

POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT

PART 1 - SITE LOCATION AND INSPECTION INFORMATION

~ II. SITE NAME AND LOCATION
01 SITE NAME (Legal, coninon, or descriptive name of site) 02 STREET, ROUTE NO., OR SPECIFIC LOCATION IDENTIFIER

Old Salina Landfill Route 11 and Wolf Street
03 CITY 04 STATE 05 ZIP CODE 06 COUNTY 07 COUNTY 08 CONG DIST.

CODETown of Salina NY 13088 Onandaga
09 COORDINATES

LATITUDE LONGITUDE



III. WASTE TYPE
CATEGORY SUBSTANCE NAME 01 GROSS AMOUNT 02 UNIT OF MEASURE 03 CO~V1ENT5

SLU SLUDGE Waste type present is unknown. It

01W OILY WASTE is suspect that PC8 laden waste

SOL SOLVENTS may have been disposed of at the

PSD PESTICIDES site. Facility was a municipal

CCC OTHER ORGANIC CHEMICALS sanitary landfill.

ICC INORGANIC CHEMICALS

ACD ACIDS

BAS BASES

MES HEAVY METALS

IV. HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES (See Appendix for most frequently cited CAS Numbers)

06 MEASUREUFCATEGORY 02 SUBSTANCENAME 03 CAS NUMBER 04 STORAGE/DISPOSAL METHOD 05 CONCENTRATION CONCENTRATION

Unknown. Landfill was operated as a municipal sanitary landfill.

V. FEEDSTOCK5 (See Appendix for CAS Numbers)
CATEGORY 01 FEEDSTOCK NAME 02 CAS NUMBER CATEGORY 01 FEEDSTOCK NAME 02 CAS NUMBER

FDS FDS

FDS FDS

FOS FDS

FDS FOS

VI. SOURCES OF INFORMATION (See specific references. e.g., state files, sample analysis, reports)

Site Inspection 7/1/86 Log Book #1661
Background Information, NUS File, NUS Corporation, Edison, New Jersey
USGS Topographic Quadrangle Map — West Syracuse Quad.

EPA FORM 2070-13 (7—81)

POILNILAL IIi~II~R1JUUS WASh SIlL
PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT

PART 2 — WASTE INFORMATION

II. WASTE STATES, QUANTITIES, AND CHARACTERISTICS
01 PHYSICAL STATES (Check all that apply) 02 WASTE QUANTITY AT SITE

X A. SOLID — E. SLURRY (Measures of waste
B. POWDER, FINES — F. LIQUID quantities must be

— C. SLUDGE — G. GAS Independent)

— 0. OTHER ________________________ TONS Unknown
(Specify) CUBIC YARDS ________

NO. OF DRUMS ________

I. UJLNILHCAIIUU
Of3TATE 02 SITE ~

NY New Site

03 WASft CHARAC1tR1S[LU~ (Check all that apply) —

A. TOXIC E. SOLUBLE I. HIGHLY VOLATILE
— B. CORROSIVE — F. INFECTIOUS J. EXPLOSIVE
— C. RADIOACTIVE — G. FLAMMABLE K. REACTIVE
~ D. PERSISTENT — H. IGNITABLE — 1. INCOMPATIBLE
— M. NOT APPLICABLE



POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE 1. IDENTIFICATION\
PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT 01 STATE 02 SITE NUMB~.

PART 3 — DESCRIPTION OF HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS NY New Site \

\

II. HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS
01 x A. GROUNDWATER CONTAMINATION 02 OBSERVED (DATE: _________________ X POTENTIAL — ALLEGED
03 P~PULATI0N POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 0 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

Leachate from the landfill could potentially migrate downward Into the shallow aquifer. Presence of lacustrine sediment layer
above the deeper sand and gravel aquifer (Tully aquifer) may prevent migration of leachate in to the deeper Tully aquifer.
Groundwater is not used as a source of drinking water throughout the area.

01. B. SURFACE WATER CONTAMINATION 02 OBSERVED (DATE: __________________) — POTENTIAL — ALLEGED
03 P~PULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: ____________ 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

No potential exists. Entire population within 3 mile radius uses Lake Otisco and Lake Ontario. Both sources are upgradient
from the site and well outside the 3 mile radius from the site.

01 C. CONTAMINATION OF AIR 02 OBSERVED (DATE: __________________) POTENTIAL ALLEGED
03 ~OPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: ___________ 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION — —

No potential exists. During the site inspection, conducted on 7/1/86, no readings above background levels were detected with
the OVA and HNu.

01. X D. FIRE/EXPLOSIVE CONDITIONS 02 OBSERVED (DATE: _________________) X POTENTIAL — ALLEGED
03 P~PULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: ___________ 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

Potential for fire/explosive conditions exist. The landfill was a municipal sanitary landfill and it is possible that methane
gas could accumulate, as the waste decomposes.

01. X E. DIRECT CONTACT 02 OBSERVED (DATE: __________________) X POTENTIAL ALLEGED
03 PUPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 97,442 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION — —

A leachate drainage ditch is present on-site. Also leachate streams were observed migrating into the Ley Creek. Ley Creek
may be used for recreational purposes as fish life was observed. Also the landfill can be accessed from any area around the
site. Only a road gate restricts vechical entrance to site.

01 X F. CONTAMINATION OF SOIL 02 OBSERVED (DATE: __________________) X POTENTIAL ALLEGED
03 AREA POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: _________________ 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION —

(ACRES)
Leachate from the landfill could potentially migrate onto the soil and leach downward resulting In soil contamination. Soil
throughout the area is the Carlisle Muck of the Carlisle Series which is relatively permeable to low permeability. The soil
would allow contaminants to migrate.

01. — 8. DRINKING WATER CONTAMINATION 02 OBSERVED (DATE: ________________) POTENTIAL ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: ___________ 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION — —

No potential exists since drinking water supply is upgradient and well outside the 3 mile radius from the site.

01 — H. WORKER EXPOSURE/INJURY 02 OBSERVED (DATE: __________________) POTENTIAL ALLEGED
03 WORKERS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: _____________ 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

No potential exists. The site is presently inactive.

01 X I. POPULATION EXPOSURE/INJURY 02 OBSERVED (DATE: _________________) X POTENTIAL ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: ___________ 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION —

Potential exists if the population was to come into contact through trespassing on—site or through contact with potentially
contaminated water of Ley Creek.

EPA FORM 2070-13 (7-81)
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PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT 01 STATE 02 SITE NLJ1~~F
PART 3 — DESCRIPTION OF HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS NY New Site

IT~HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS (Continued) -

01 X J. DAMAGE TO FLORA 02 OBSERVED (DATE: _________________) X POTENTIAL — ALLEGED
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION —

Leachate orginating from the landfill could potentially damage the flora In the surrounding area. However, during site
inspection on 7/1/86 the flora did not appear distressed.

01 X K. DAMAGE TO FAUNA 02 — OBSERVED (DATE: __________________) X POTENTIAL ALLEGED
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION (Include name(s) of species)

Fauna coming Into contact with leachate could potentially be harmed. If the flora is contaminated, fauna feeding of flora
could be come damaged. Leachate entering Ley Creek could also damage any stream life present.

01 X L. CONTAMINATION OF FOOD CHAIN 02 OBSERVED (DATE: __________________) X POTENTIAL ALLEGED
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION — __________________ —

If the flora and/or fauna are contaminated then the food chain would be potentially threatened.

01 X N. UNSTABLE CONTAINMENT OF WASTES 02 X OBSERVED (DATE: 7/1/86 ) — POTENTIAL — ALLEGED
(Spills/runoff/standing liquids/leaking drums)

03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 97,442 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

Leachate was observed migrating into Ley Creek and Into onsite drainage ditch.

01 X N. DAMAGE TO OFFSITE PROPERTY 02 OBSERVED (DATE: __________________) X POTENTIAL ALLEGED
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION — __________________ —

If leachate migrates off-site, then potential exists for damage to off-site property. Also leachate entering Ley Creek could
migrate downstream and potentially damage downstream property.

01 X 0. CONTAMINATION OF SEWERS, STORM DRAINS, WWTPs 02 OBSERVED (DATE: ___________________) X POTENTIAL ALLEGED
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION — ___________________ —

No adequate diversion structures were present on-site, therefore runoff from landfill could potentially contaminate nearby
sewers and drains.

01 X P. ILLEGAL/UNAUTHORIZED DUMPING 02 OBSERVED (DATE: __________________) X POTENTIAL ALLEGED
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION — __________________ —

No evidence or recorded incident is present but the potential does exist since the site Is not fully enclosed.

05 DESCRIPTION OF ANY OThER KNOWN, POTENTIAL, OR ALLEGED HAZARDS

None.

III. TOTAL POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 97,442

IV. COl’~’1ENTS

The town of Salina has received several violation notices during the operation of the landfill. The violations were mostly
for poor operation and non—complaince with state DEC regulations.

V. SOURCES OF INFORMATION (Cite specific references. e.g., state files, sample analysis, reports)
Site Inspection on 7/1/86 Log Book #1661
Geographical Exposure Modeling System, US EPA
Telecon #NYT1-01: Conversation with Mr. W. Styles - 8/4/86
Telecon ffNYT1-O2: Conversation with Mr. P. DeVoldre - 8/4/86
Telecon #NYT1-O2: Conversation with Mr. J. Kraft — 8/4/86
Background Information, NUS Files, NUS Corporation, Edison, New Jersey
Soil Survey, Onondaga County, New York 1977

EPA FORM 2070-13 (7-81)



~NUS
CORPORATION

RARITAN PLAZA III
KING GEORGE ROAD
EDISON. NEW JERSEY 08837
(2011225-6160

C-584-12-86-34

December 17, 1986

Ms. Diana Messina
U.S Environmental Protection Agency
Region II
Edison, New Jersey 08317

Dear Diana:

Enclosed are the Site Inspection Report (EPA Form 2070-13) and the MITRE
Hazard Ranking System (HRS) documents for Old Sauna Landfill, Town of Salina,
Onondaga County, New York. The site inspection originally authorized under TDD
/1 02-8606-01 and contract /168-01-6699, was completed under TDI~# 02-8611-19 and
contract //68-01-7346.

Very truly yours,

c~4 4~t’ ______

Richard 3. Pagano Reviewed and Approved:______________

R3P/ci

Enclosures

GA Halliburton Company
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SITE INSPECTION REPORT EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
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0 A Halliburton Company
02-8611-19-SI

POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
SITE INSPECTION REPORT

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

~ ~
Old Sauna Landfill New Site

Site Name EPA Site ID Number

Route 11 and Wolf St.
Town of Salina,
Onondaga County, New York 02-8611-19

Address TDD Number

SITE DESCRiPTION

Old Sauna Landfill is a former municipal sanitary landfill located in the
Town of Salina, Onondaga County, New York. The landfill encompasses
approximately 120 acres of land and is bordered by the New York State
Thruway to the north and Ley Creek to the south. There are well over 5
acres of wetlands where the landfill borders Ley Creek.

EPA’s report on the General Motors Corporation, Fisher Guide IV plant,
Docket No. II TSCA-PCB-84-0202, documents that PCB laden wastes were
landfilled at the site prior to 1973. During the years of operation at the
landfill, the Town of Sauna received several violation notices for non-U
compliance with the state regulations.

On July 1, 1986, NUS Corporation conducted a site inspection. Five (5)
soil samples were collected at various locations on the landfill. Two
surface water and sediment samples were collected from Ley Creek; they
were collected upstream and downstream from the landfill. A third
surface water and sediment sample was collected in an on-site drainage
ditch.

The analysis for semi-volatile compounds showed significant
concentrations of many polyaromatic hydrocarbons and other semi-
volatile compounds. Pyrene, fluoranthene and phenanthrene were
detected at concentrations above 20 ppm, while dibenzofuran was found in
a concentration of 2300 ppb. Lesser concentrations of pesticide and
volatile compounds were detected.

HAZARD RANKING SCORE: SM 11.77 (Sgw 0, 5sw 20.36, 5a 0)

SFE 0 SDC 62.50

Prepared by: Richard Pagano Date: 12/27/86
of NUS Corporation



SECTION 2

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY FORM 2070-13



. SITE NAME AND LOCATION
~TT~ NAME (Legal, coirnon, or descriptive name of site) 02 STREET, ROUTE NO., OR SPECIFIC LOCATION IDENTIFIER

d Sauna Landfill Route 11 and Wolf Street
~ CITY 04 STATE 05 ZIP CODE 06 COUNTY 07 COUNTY 08 CONG 01ST.

CODE
wn of Sauna NY 13088 Orrondaga 067 NY33

COORDINATES 10 TYPE OF OWNERSHIP (Check one)
LATITUDE LONGITUDE A. PRIVATE — B. FEDERAL______ C. STATE

D. COUNTY X E. MUNICIPAL — F. OTHER__________
4 3° 0 5’ 2 2’. N 0 7 6° 0 8’ S 3’. W — G. UNKr.OWN — —

I. INSPECTION INFORMATION
DATE OF INSPECTION 02 SITE STATUS 03 YEARS OF OPERATION

ACTIVE Unkown / 1973 UNKNOWN
07 / 01 / 66 Y INACTIVE BEGINNING YEAR ENDING YEAR —

MONTH DAY YEAR
ENCY PERFORMING INSPECTION (Check all that apply)
A. EPA X 8. E°A CONTRA’TOR NUS Corpcra~ion — C. MUNICIPAL — 0. MUNICIPAL CONTRACTOR

(Name of firm) (Name of fir-rn)
E. STATE F. STATE CC”TRACTOR G. OTHER

(Name of fir-rn) — (Specify)

CHIEF INSPECTCR 06 TITLE 07 ORGANIZATION 08 TELEPHONE NO.

lvador A. Riggi, Jr. Hydrogeologist NUS Corporation (201) 225—6160
OTHER INSPECTORS 10 TITLE 11 ORGANiZATION 12 TELEPHONE NO.

ry Bielen Environmental Scientist NUS Corporation (201) 225-6160

te Morton Geologist NUS Corporation (201) 225—6160

Jrie Oneiding Toxicologist NUS Corporation (201) 225—6160

nnis Sutton Geologist NUS Corporation (201) 225-6160

SITE REPRESENTATIVES INTERVIEWED 14 TITLE 15 ADDRESS 16 TELEPHONE NO.

-ci Boehiet Town Supervisor 201 School Road (315) 457—2779
Live-pool, NY 1~O38

ACCESS GAINED BY 18 TIME OF INSPECTION 19 WEATHER CONDITIONS
(Check one)

X PERMISSION 0900 hour Sunny approx. 75°F
WARRANT

. INFORMATION AVAILABLE FROM
CONTACT 02 OF (Agency/Organization) 03 TELEPHONE NO.

~na Mes~ina U.S. EPA — Region II (201) 321-6685

PERSON RESPONSIBLE FOR SITE INSPECTION FORM 05 AGENCY 06 ORGANIZATION 07 TELEPHONE NO. 08 DATE

:hard Pagano FIT II NUS Corporation (201) 225-6160 12 /17 I 86
MONTrI DAY YEAR

~ FORM 2070—13 (7—81)

PW~NIIAL H,.L,~~Ous WASTE Sift
SITE INSPECTION REPORT

PART I - SITE LOCATION AND INSPECTION INFORMATION
Or~TA~E 02 S!TE NU’~IER

NY New 5i~e
N1fl~ ~O’-IO7_



-— POTENTIA. H,~Z~~RDOJS WASTE SiTE • 1. ~D~:::~r~
SITE INSPECTION REPORT 0V~TATE 0~ 5!TE .Nu’16E.~

PART 2 — WASTE INFORMATION NY New 3it~

~ASTE STATES, QUANTITIES, AND CHARACTERISTICS
PHYSICAL STATES (Check all that apply) 02 WASTE QUANTITY AT SITE O3~ASi’E CHARACTERISTICS (Check all that apply)

C A. SOLID — E. SLURRY (Measures of waste X A. TOXIC X E. SOLUBLE X I. HIGHLY VOLATILE
B. POWDER, FINES X F. LIQUID quantities must be B. CORROSIVE — F. INFECTIOUS — J. EXPLOSIVE
C. SLUDGE G. GAS independent) — C. RADIOACTIVE G. FLAMMABLE — K. REACTIVE— ~ 0. PERSISTENT ~ H. IGNITABLE — 1. INCOMPATIBLE

D. OTHER TONS 37,000 — — Y N. NOT APPLICABLE
(Specify) CUBIC YARDS

NO. OF DRUMS

. WASTE TYPE
CATEGORY SUBSTANCE NAME 01 GROSS A7~3UNT 02 UNIT OF MEASURE 03 COMMENTS

SLU SLUDGE 37,000 Tons Paint and buffing sludge

OLU OILY WASTE Unknown — PCB contaminated hydraulic oil

SOL SOLVENTS

PSD PESTICIDES

0CC OTHER ORGANIC CHEMICALS

IOC INORGANIC CHEMICALS

ACD ACIDS

BAS BASES

MES HEAVY METALS

HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES (See Appendix for most frequently cited CAS Numbers)
06 MEASURE OF

CATEGORY 02 SUBSTANCE NAME 03 CAS NUMBER 04 STORAGE/DISPOSAL METhOD 05 CONCENTRATION CONCENTRATION

0CC Naphthalene 91-20—3 Unknown 870 ug/kg
0CC Methylnapthalene 91-57-6 Unknown 790 ug/kg
0CC Acenaphthylene 208-96-8 Unknown 3,500 ug/kg
0CC Acenaphthene 33-32-9 Unknown 3,600 ug/kg
0CC Phenanthrene 35—01—3 Unknown 24,000 ug/kg
DCC Anthracene 120—12—7 Unknown 7,900 ug/kg
0CC Fluoranthene 206-44-0 Unknown 25,000 ug/kg
0CC Pyrene 129-00-0 Unknown 24,000 ug/kg
0CC Benzo (a) Anthracene 56-55-3 Unknown 13,000 ug/kg
CCC Bis (2-Ethylhexyl) Phthalate 117-31-7 Unknown 4,000 ug/kg
CCC Chrysene 213-01—9 Unknown 12,000 ug/kg
CCC Benzo (b) Fluoranthene 205—99—2 Unknown 12,000 ug/kg
DC: Benzo (k) Fluoranthene 207—03-9 Unknown 11,000 ug/kg
DCC Benzo (a) Pyrene 50-32-8 Unknown 11,000 ug/kg
31:: ~ndeno (1,2,3—cd) Pyrene 193-39-5 Unknown 4,800 ug/kg
DCC Dioenzo (g,h) Anthracene 53—70-3 Unknown 1,200 ug/kg
0CC Benzo (g,h,i) Perylene 191—24—2 Unknown 4,400 ug/kg
0CC 4—Chloroaniiine 106—47-8 Unknown 540 ug/kg
CCC Dibenzofuran 132—64-9 Unknown 2,300 ug/kg
CCC Fluorene 36—73—7 Unknown 4,300 ug/kg
MES Mercury 7439-97—6 Unknown 1.4 mg/kg
TMES Cadmium 7440-43-9 Unknown 11.3 mg/kg
MES Copper 1317—38—0 Unknown 153 mg/kg
“ES Beryllium 7440—41—7 Unknown 0.33 mg/kg

SEE ATTACHMENT A

F~bS~CCKS (See Appendix for CAS Numbers) —

:ATE GORY 01 FEEDSTOCK NAME 02 CAS NUMBER CATEGORY 01 FEEDSTOCK NAME 02 CAS NUMBER

FDS None, the site is a landfill. FDS

FDS FDS

FDS FOS

FOS FDS

SOURCES OF INFORMATION (See specific references. e.g., state files, sample analysis, reports)

. E~A Contract Laboratory Program Sample Management Office. Analytical result’s of sample collected 7/1/86 by NUS
~oration FIT II, Case #6263

~ : .D. #302239440 1985 Report on Fisher Guide IV, GMC, Syracuse, New York

~ FORM 2070-13 (7-81) —



ATTACHMENT A

. HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES (See Apponcix for most frequently cited CAS Numbers) —

06 MEASURE OF
CATEGORY 02 SUBSTANCE NAME 03 CAS NUMBER 04 STORAGE/DISPOSAL METHOD 05 CONCENTRATION CONCENTRATION

MES Iron 13463—40—6 Unknown 4,442 ugh
MES Manganese 7439-96-5 Unknown 231 ug/l
MES Potassium 7440—09—7 Unknown 37483 mg/kg
MES Silver 7440—22—4 Unknown 5.23 mg/kg
MES S~d~jrn 7~4O-23—5 Unknown 255,700 ug/1
MES V?n~ium 7440-62—2 Unknown 16.23 mg/kg

~cnioro~th~n~ 79—01-6 Unknown 4.13 ug,’l
~iars-i , 2-Dichioroethene 156-60—5 Unknown 4.6 ug/kg

SO~ Toluene 108—88—3 Unknown 14 ug/kg
0CC 2-Met~ylphenol 95—48-7 Unknown 2100 ug/kg
~)CC Butylbenzylphthalate 85—63—7 Unknown 3903 ug/kg
PSI) 4,4—DOD 72—54—8 Unknown 110

J - inund but below CLP detection limits.



POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE 1. IDENTIFCA~I’N
SITE INSPECTION REPORT 01 STATE 02 SITE NU~BE~

PART 3 - DESCRIPTION OF HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS ‘4~ ‘;e.~

II. HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS
01 ;( A. GROUNDWATER CONTAMINATION 02 OBSERVED (DATE: _______________ X POTENTIAL ALLEGED
03 P~PULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 0 04 ~ARRATIVE DESCRIPTION . — —

Leachate from the landfill could potentially migrate downward into the shallow sand and gravel Tully Aquife’.

01. X B. SURFACE WATER CONTAMINATION 02 X OBSERVED (DATE: 7/1/96 ) POTENTIAL ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 47,442 04 ~ARRATIVE DESCRIPTION —

Leachate was observed migrating from the landfill into Ley Creek.

01 C. CONTAMINATION OF AIR 02 OBSERVED (DATE: _________________) POTENTIAL ALLEGED
03 ~OPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 0 04 ~ARRATIVE DESCRIPT!ON — —

No potential exists. During a site inspection conducted 7/1/86, no readings above background were detected Nitb ~he
HNu.

01. D. FIRE/EXPLOSIVE CONDITIONS 02 OBSERVED (DATE: __________________) — POTENTIAL ALLEGED
03 P~PULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 0 04 ~ARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

No potential exists. The site has been capped. The local fire marshal has not declared this site a fire hazard.

01. X E. DIRECT CONTACT 02 OBSERVED (DATE: _________________) X POTENTIAL ALLEGED
03 P~PULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 13,167 04 ~ARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

The potential exists because only a road gate restricts vehicles on to the landfill. The area is not fenced, so anyone ca’
walk on—site.

01 X F. CONTAMINATION OF SOIL 02 X OBSERVED (DATE: 7/1/36 ) X POTENTIAL — ALLEGED
03 AREA POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 120 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

(ACRES)
Many poly aromatic hydrocarbons and heavy metals were detected on—site. Copper, pyrene, dibenzofuran, and chrysene were s~~e
of the contaminants found in the soil.

01. G. DRINKING WATER CONTAMINATION 02 O8SERVED (DATE: ________________) — POTENTIAL ALLEGED
03 P~PU1ATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 0 04 ~ARRATIVE DEScRIPTION

No potential exists as drinking water supply is upgradient and outside the 3 nile radius of the site used for scoring of t~e
HRS.

01 H. WORKER EXPOSURE/INJURY 02 OBSERVED (DATE: _________________) POTENTIAL ALLEGED
03 WORKERS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 0 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

No potential exists. The site is presently inactive.

01 x I. POPULATION EXPOSURE/INJURY 02 OBSERVED (DATE: _________________) X POTENTIAL ALLEGED
03 ~OPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 97,442 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION —

Ley Creek and Onondaga Lake are both used for recreation.

EPA FORM 2070-13 (7-81)



POTEt,TIA h~L~~R0~ ~3~E SiTE ~. :u~lF:.:A:
SITE INSPECTION REPORT 01 ST.~TE 32 ~E NJVSE.R

PART 3 - DESCRIPTION OF HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS ~

HATh~DUUS CUN1JU1UN~ ANU INCIDENTS ~Continued)
x J. DAMAGE TO FLORA 02 OBSERVED (DATE: _________________) X POTENTIAL ALLEG~W

~RRATIVE DESCRIPTION — _________________ — —

potential exits because leachate migrating off-site can cause drainage to flora.

X K. DAMAGE TO FAUNA 02 — OBSERVED (DATE: __________________) X POTENTIAL ALLEGED
~ARRATIVE DESCRIPTION (Include name(s) of species) — —

~a coming into contact with leachate could potentially be harmed. Fish in Ley Creek and Onandago Lake could potentially be
~arninated.

X 1. CONTAMINATION OF FOOD CHAIN 02 OBSERVED (DATE: ___________________) X POTENTIAL ALLEGED
RRATIVE DESCRIPTION — __________________ — —

potential exits because the fish in Ley Creek and on Onondaga Lake could become contaminated with cadmium, mercury, or

X N. UNSTABLE CONTAINMENT OF WASTES 02 I OBSERVED (DATE: 7/1/S6 ) X POTENTIAL ALLEGED
~pills/runoff/standing liquids/leaking drums) — ___________________

~OPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 97,442 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

:hate was observed migrating from the landfill into Ley Creek.

X N. DAMAGE TO OFFSITE PROPERTY 02 X OBSERVED (DATE: 7/1/96 ) X POTENTIAL ALLEGED
~ARRATIVE DESCRIPTION — —

:hate was observed migrating from the landfill into Ley Creek. Leachate entering Ley Creek could damage downstream
~erty.

X 0. CONTAMINATION OF SEWERS, STORM DRAINS, WWTPs 02 OBSERVED (DATE: ___________________) I POTENTIAL ALLEGED
IARRATIVE DESCRIPTION — _________________ — —

adequate diversion structures were present on—site, therefore runoff from landfill could potentially contaminate nearby
ars and drains.

X P. ILLEGAL/UNAUTHORIZED DUMPING 02 — OBSERVED (DATE: ___________________) X POTENTIAL ALLEGED
~ARRATIVE DESCRIPTION — —

evidence or recorded incident is present, of illegal/unauthorized disposal of wastes has been documented in the past.
ever, the potential exists as the site is not fully enclosed.

JESCRIPTION OF ANY OTH~W~iOWN, POTENTIAL, OR ALLEGED HAZARDS

. TOTAL POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 97,442

. CI~1MENTS

Town of Sauna has received several violation notices during the operation of the landfill. The violations were mostly
poor coeration and non—compliance with state Departnent of Environmental Conservation regulations.

~‘.SOURCES OF INFORMATION (Cite specific references. e.g., state files, sample analysis, reports)
e Inspection on 7/1/86 Log Book #1661
~raphical Exposure ~1odeling System, US EPA
econ #NYTI-O1: Conversation with Mr. W. Styles 8/4/86
econ #NYT1_02: Conversation with Mr. P. DeVoidre - 8/4/86
econ aNYTS.O2: Conversation with Nir. J. Kraft — 8/4/86
kground Information, NUS Files, NUS Corporation, Edison, New Jersey
1 Survey, Onondaga County, New York 1977

FORM 2070-13 (7—81)



POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE 1. IoENTrF:cA~IoN
SITE INSPECTION REPORT dl STATE 02 SITE NUMBER

PART 4 — PERMIT AND DESCRIPTIVE INFORMATION NY New Site

PERMIT INFORMATION
TYPE OF PERMIT ISSUED 02 PERMIT NUMBER 03 DATE ISSUED 04 EXPIRATION DATE OS COMMENTS
(Check all that apply)

A. NPDES

— B. UIC

C. AIR

D. RCR.A

E. RCRA INTERIM STATUS

F. SPCC PLAN

G. STATE (Specify)

H. LOCAL (Specify)

I. OTHER (Specify)

X J. NONE

I. SITE DESCRIPTION
Storage/Disposal 02 AZ’~OUNT 03 UNIT OF MEASURE 04 TREATMENT 05 OTHER
(Check all that apply) (Check all that apply)

A. SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT A. INCINERATION A. BUILDINGS ON SITE
8. PTLES — B. UNDERGROUND INJECTION —

C. DRU”~.S, ABOVE GROUND C. CHEMICAL/PHYSICAL No
D. TANK, ABOVE GROUND — 0. BIOLOGICAL 06 AREA OF SITE
E. TANK, BELOW GROUND — E. WASTE OIL PROCESSING

~ F. LANDFILL 37,000 Tons — F. SOLVENT RECOVERY
G. LANOFARM 6. OTHER RECYCLING/RECOVERY 129
H. OPEN DUMP ~ H. OTHER None —— (Acres)
I. OTHER (Specify)

(Specify)

T~ME NTS

a s’te Was nunicloal sanitary landfill operated by the Town of Saline. The facility received several notice of violations
- nor’-com~liance with state regulations during its active life. The site received PCB laden waste. The facility closed in
‘3. No monitoring wells are present on—site. Leachate was observed during 7/1/86 site inspection.

. CONTAINMENT
CONTAINMENT OF WASTES (Check one)

A. ADEQUATE, SECURE — B. MODERATE X C. INADEQUATE, POOR — D. INSECURE, UNSOUND, DANGEROUS

DESCRIPTION OF DRUMS, DIKING, LINERS, BARRIERS, ETC.

-in; the site insoection conducted on 7/1/86 leachate was observe migrating into Ley Creek and into a leachate drainage
::t located on—site.

ACCESSIBILITY
WASTE EASILY ACCESSIBLE: X YES NO
CDMMENTS —

landfill has been capped. Leachate streams were present on—site. The site has occasional ponding of surface water. The
~e has an entrance gate but no fence, so anyone can walk onto the landfill.

SOURCES OF INFORMATION (Cite specific references. eg., state files, sample analysis, reports)

Se Insoection on 7/1/86, Log Book #1661
:<;round Information, NUS Files, NUS Corporation, Edison, New Jersey

~ FORM 2070—13 (7-81)



_______ -- -- — ~•\ L~L ~

SITE INSPECTION REPORT
PART 5 - DEMOGRAPHIC, AND ENVIRONMENTAL DATA

TYPE OF DRINKING SUPPLY
(Check as applicable)

IMUN STY
1-COMMUN ITY

I. GROu~uwiiic~ - -

GROUND~A1TWUSE IN VICINITY (Check one)

A. ONLY SOURCE FOR DRINKING — B. DRINKING

(Other sources
available)
COMMERCIAL,
INDUSTRIAL,
IRRIGATION
(No other water
sources available)

02 STATUS

ENDANGERED AFFECTED
A. B. —

01 STAlE 02 SiTE NU~6ER
‘~V New S:e

SURFACE
A. X
C.

WELL

D. X

MONITORED
C.
F.

03 UISTANCE TO 5IT~

A. Greater than ~ (ml)
B. Greater than 4 (ml)

C. COMMERCIAL, INDUSTRIAL, IRRIGATION X D. NOT USED, UNUSEABLE

(Limited other sources available)

POPULATION SERVED BY GROUND WATER: 0 03 DISTANCE TO NEAREST DRINKING WATER WELL: 4 (ml)

DEPTH TO G~01JNDWATER 05 DIRECTION OF GROUNDWATER FLOW 06 DEPTH TO AQUIFER 07 POTENTIAL YIELD 03 SOLE SOU~E AQUIFER
OF CONCERN OF AQUIFER

Ao~rox. 1 (ft) S-SW Aporox. 1 (ft) Unknown (gpd) — YES X NO

DESCRIPTION OF WELLS (Including useage. depth, and location relative to population and buildings)

)undwater is not used in the area. Nearest wells are greater than 4 miles away. The aquifer of concern in the area is the
fly Aquifer; it is composed of sand and gravel. The depth to groundwater in the vicinity of the site is approximately 1.0
Ct.

RECHARGE AREA 11. DISCHARGE AREA

X YES COMMENTS The landfill is a recharge area — YES COMMENTS None
NO for the shallow sand and gravel Tully X NO

Aquifer.
. SURFACE WATER

SURFACE WATER USE (Check one)

X A. RESERVOIR, RECREATION B. IRRIGATION, ECONOMICALLY C. COMMERCIAL, INDUSTRIAL D. NOT CURRENTLY USED
DRINKING WATER SOURCE — IMPORTANT RESOURCES — —

AFFECTED/POTENTIALLy AFFECTED BODIES OF WATER

NAME: AFFECTED DISTANCE TO SITE

Ononda~a Lake 1.8 (ml)

Ley Creek (adjacent to site) (ml)

(ml)

DEMOGRAPHIC AND PROPERTY INFORMATION
TOTAL POPULATION WITHIN 02 DISTANCE TO NEAREST POPULATION

ONE (1) MILE OF SITE TWO (2) MILES OF SITE THREE (3) MILES OF SITE

A. 13,167 B. 51,346 C. 97,442 0.028 (ml)
NO. OF PERSONS NO. OF PERSONS NO. OF PERSONS

NUMBER OF BUILDINGS WITHIN TWO (2) MILES OF SITE 04 DISTANCE TO NEAREST OFF—SITE BUILDING

20,954 0.028 (mi)

PUPULAIIUN WIIHIN VICINIIY (ii- SIlL (F’rovide narrative aescription of nature ot population within vicinity of site. e.g.,
ral, village, densely populated urban area)

e Dooulatlon within the 3 mile radius generally resides in urban residential neighborhoods intenningled with some
rnrnercially zoned areas. The total population within 3 miles is 97,442 people.’

F~ -0KM ~U/U—13 (/—UI)



POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE 1. IDENTIFICATION
SITE INSPECTION REPORT 01 STATE 02 SIrE NuM8E~~

PART 5 — WATER, DEMOGRAPHIC, AND ENVIRONMENTAL DATA NY N~w Site

. ENVIRONMENIAL INFORMATION —

PERMEABILITY OF UNSATURATED ZONE (Check one) —

A. 106 - 108 cm/sec — B. iO~ — i0~ cm/sec X C. iO~ — io—~ cm/sec — 0. GREATER THAN io3 cm/sec

PERMEABILITY OF BEDROCK (Check one)

A. IMPERMEABLE X B. RELATIVELY IMPERMEABLE — C. RELATIVELY PERMEABLE — 0. VERY PERMEABLE
(Less than 10—6 cin/sec) (104 - ~ cm/sec) (102 — i~—~ on/sec) (Greater than 10—2 cm/see)

DEPTH TO BEDROCK 04 DEPTH OF CONTAMINATED SOIL ZONE 05 SOIL pH

>10 (ft) surface (6 ft. assumed) (ft) 5-7
(as per

NET PRECIPITATION 07 ONE YEAR 24 HOUR RAINFALL 08 SLOPE
SITE SLOPE DIRECTION OF SITE SLOPE TERRAIN AVERAGE SLOPE

site is in
9 (ii) ~.5 (in) 3.3 ~ S-sw surface wae

FLOOD POTENTIAL 10

SITE IS IN 50 YEAR FLOODPLAIN — SITE IS ON BARRIER ISLAND, COASTAL HIGH HAZARD AREA, RIVERINE FLOODWAY

DISTANCE TO WETLANDS (5 acre minimum) 12 DISTANCE TO CRITICAL HABITAT (of endangered species)

ESTUARINE OTHER >3 (ml)

A. >2 (ml) B. adjacent to site (ml) ENDANGERED SPECIES: None

LAND USE IN VICINITY

DISTANCE TO:

COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL RESIDENTIAL AREAS: NATIONAL/STATE PARKS, AGRICULTURAL LANDS
FORESTS, OR WILDLIFE RESERVES PRIME AG LAND AG LAND

A. ½ Cmi) B. Residential: ‘¼ (ml) C. >3 (ml) D. >3 (ml)

DESCRIPTION OF SITE IN RELATION TO SURROUNDING TOPOGRAPHY

landfill encompasses approximately 120 acres of land. The landfill is situated on a 50 yr. flooa plain which lies
ec:ly adjacent to Ley Creek. The site was moderately vegetated. The site topography is generally flat along the top of
landfill (D-1~ slope) with the sides having approx. a 450 slope. The regional topography has a O—3~ slope in a S-SW

ect ion.

SO’. CCC OF I~1FCP.MATION (Cite specific references e.g., state files, sample analysis, reports)

e Inspection, 7/1/86 - Log Book #1661
econ #NYT1-O1, Conversation with W. Styles, 8/4/86
econ #NYT1—02, Conversation with P. DeVoldre, 8/4/86
~con #NYT1-O3, Conversat4on Wit?- J. Kraft, 8/4/86
:e HRS User Meiiual - MITRE Corporation
ndaga County Soil Survey, Orondaga County, New York
S Topographic Quadrangle Map — West Syracuse Quad.

FORM 2(i?O-1ri7-~1T



• SAMPLLS EAK~.N

SAMPLE TYPE

GROL’NDWATER

SURFACE WATER

WASTE

AIR

RUNOFF

SPILL

SOIL 8

VEGETATION

OTHER Blank VOA 1

I. FIELD MEASUREMENTS TAKEN
TYPE 02 COMMENTS

gariic ‘laDe— No readings above background levels were detected.
alyzer (0V~)

OtiOnizat ion
tector (HNu)

- PHOTOGRAPHS AND MAPS

TYPE X GROUND — AE~{IAL

MAPS 04 LOCATION OF MAPS

X YES NUS Corporation, Edison, New Jersey
NO

OTHER FIELD DATA COLLECTED (Provide narrative description)

gbook of field activities (#1661) filed under TDD #02—8611—19

SITE INSPECTION REPORT 01 STAE 02 SiTE Nu~’sEP
PART 6 - SAMPLE AND FIELD INFORMATION ~4Y ~ew Site

01 NUMBER OF SAMPLES TAKEN

3

02 SAMPLES SENT TO

Organics Sent to:

Gulf Soith Research, Institute

5010 Lercy Johnson Road

New Orleans, LA 70126

03 ESTIMATED DATE
RESULTS AVAILABLE

10/86

10/86

Inorgarics sent to:

California Analytical Labs

2544 Industrial Blvd.

West Sacramento, CA 95697

02 IN CUSTODY OF NUS Corporation, Edisco. New Jersey
(~iaine of organization or individual)

• ~uui<i.ts u~ 1,~URMAILUN (Cite specific references. e.g., state files, sample analysis, re~iorts)

te Inspection. 7/1/86, Log Book #1661

A FORM 2070—13 (7—81)



POTENTIA.. HAARULS WASE SITE ~. :C~IF::AI~
SITE INSPECTION REPORT 01 STATE 02 S~E H~’EER

PART 7 — OWNER INFORMATION ~ 5’ ~

U~ 1) t b

04 SIC CODE

07 ZIP CODE

13088

~2 D + B HU~BER

04 SIC CODE

09 D ÷ B NUMBER

11 SIC CODE

14 ZIP CODE

09 0 + B NUMBER

11 SIC CODE

14 ZIP CODE

NAME 02 0 + B NUMBER 08 NAME 09 D + B NUM8E~E

SIREET ADDRESS (P.O. Box, RFD#. etc.) 04 SIC CODE 10 STREET ADDRESS (P.O. Box, RFD#, etc.) 11 SIC CODE

CITY 06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE 12 CITY 13 STATE 14 ZIP CODE

SANE 02 0 + B NUMBER 08 NAME 09 0 + B NUMBER

STREET ADDRESS (P.O. Box, RFD#, etc.) 04 SIC CODE 10 STREET ADDRESS (P.O. Box, RFD#, etc.) 11 SIt CODE

CITY 06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE 12 CITY 13 STATE 14 ZIP CODE

. PREYTOUS OWNER’S) (List most recent first) IV. REALTY OWNER(S) (If applicable; list most recent first)

iAME 02 0 + 8 NUMBER 01 NAME C2 D + 8 NUMBER

~ODHC~b1e Not~pplicab~e
~E~T ADDRESS (P.C. Box, RFDI, etc.) 04 SIC CODE 03 STREET ADDRESS (P.O. Box, RFD#, etc.) 04 SIC CODE

ITY 06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE 05 CITY 06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE

iAME 02 0 + B NUMBER 01 NAME 02 D + 8 NUMBER

STREET ADDRESS (P.O. Box, RFD#, etc.) 04 SIC CODE 03 STREET ADDRESS (P.O. Box, RFD#, etc.) 04 SIC CODE

CITy 06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE 05 CITY 06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE

~AME 02 D + B NUMBER 01 NAME 02 D + B NUMBER

~REET ADORESS (P.O. Box, RFD#, etc.) 04 SIC CODE 03 STREET ADDRESS (P.O. Box, RFD#, etc.) 04 SIC CODE

:ITY 06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE 05 CITY 06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE

OURCES OF INFOR~MATI0N (Cite specific references, e.g., state files, sample analysis, reports) —

~ground Infornation, NIJS Ffles, NUS Corporation Edison, New Jersey

F~2~T3 ( - ~l) -_____ -

CURRENT UWN~R(S)
NAME

ri of Sauna
STREET ADDRESS (P.O. Box, RFD#, etc.)

School Road
CITY 06 STATE

er~ool NY

SWEET ADDRESS (P.O. Box, RFD#, etc.)

F’MRU1~ LU1’1V~NT ~it applicable)
08 NAME

Not Applicable
10 STREET ADDRESS (P.O. Box, RFD~, etc.)

12 CITY 13 STATE

06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE

08 NAME

10 STREET ADDRESS (P.O. Box, RFD#, etc.)

12 CITY 13 STATE



POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE 1. IDE 1CAIDN
S1TE INSPECTIO~: REPORT 01 STA;~rSENU~W

PART 8 — OPERATOR INFORMATION NY New Site

CURRENT OPERATOR(S) OPERATOR’S PARENT COMPANY (If anplicable)
NAME 02 0 ÷ B Number ~I0NAME 11 D ÷ B NUMBER

: Applicao~e Not Applicable
STREET ADDRESS (P.O. Box, RFD#, etc.) 04 SIC CODE 12 STREET ADDRESS (P.O. Box, RFD#, etc.) 13 SIC CODE

CITY 06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE 14 CITY 15 STATE 16 ZIP CODE

YEARS OF OPERATION 09 NAME OF OWNER

. PREVIOUS OPERATOR(S) (List most recent first: PREVIOUS OPERATORS PARENT COMPANIES (If applicable)
Provide only if different from owner)

NAME 02 0 + B Number 10 NAME 11 0 + B NUMBER

,r ~f Ealina Not Aoo’icable
STREET ADL)RESS (P.O. Box, RFD#, etc.) 04 SIC CODE 12 STREET ADDRESS (P.O. Box, RFO#, etc.) 13 SIC CODE

School Road
CITY 06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE 14 CITY 15 STATE 16 ZIP CODE

erpool NY 13088
YEARS OF OPERATION 09 NAME OF OWNER

nown Town Supervisor

NAME 02 0 + B Number 10 NAME 11 0 ÷ B NUMBER

STREET ADDRESS (P.O. Box, RFO#, etc.) 04 SIC CCDE 12 STREET ADDRESS (P.O. Box, RFD#, etc.) 13 SIC CODE

CITY 06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE 14 CITY 15 ST4TE 16 ZIP CODE

YEARS OF OPERATION 09 NAME OF OWNER

NAME 02 0 ÷ B Nurther 10 NAME 11 D + 8 N&~Er

STREET ADDRESS (P.O. Box, RFC#, etc.) 04 SIC CODE 12 STREET ADDRESS (P.O. Box, RFD#, etc.) 13 SIC CODE

CITY 06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE 14 CITY 15 STATE 16 ZIP CODE

YEARS OF OPERATION 09 NAME OF OWNER

SOURCES OF INFORMATION (Cite specific references, e.g., state files, sample an~iysis, reports)

kground infornation, NUS Files, NUS Corporation Edison, New Jersey

te is inactve

FORM 2O70—~3 (7-.81)



POTENTIAL HA:ARDo~s WASTE SiTE I. IDENTIFDA IN
SITE INS!’ECTION REPORT OT~T~E 02 ~TENu~sER —

PART 9 - GENERATOR/TRANSPORTER INFORMATION NY NCw Site

ON-SITE GENERATOR
NAME 02 D + B NUM8ER

Ao~licab1e
STREET ADDRESS CP.O. Box, RFD#, etc.) 04 SIC CODE

CITY 06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE

OFF-SITE GENERATOR(S)
E 02 0 + B NUMBER 01 NAME 02 D + S NU~

: Aoplicable
STREET ADDRESS (P.O. Box, RFD#, etc.) 04 SIC CODE 03 STREET ADDRESS (P.O. Box, RFO#, etc.) 04 SIC CODE

CITY 06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE 05 CITY 06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE

AHE 02 0 + B NUMBER 01 NAME 02 D + B NUMBER

STREET ADDRESS (P.O. Box, RFD#, etc.) 04 SIC CODE 03 STREET ADDRESS (P.O. Box, RFD#, etc.) 04 SIC CODE

CITY 06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE 05 CITY 06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE

TRANSPORTER(S)
NAME 02 0 + B NUMBER 01 NAME 02 0 + B NI~MBER

: Applicable
STREET ADDRESS (P.O. Box, RFD#, etc.) 04 SIC CODE 03 STREET ADDRESS (P.O. Box, RFD#, etc.) 04 SIC CODE

CITY 06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE 05 CITY 06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE

NAME 02 D + B NUMBER 01 NAME 02 0 + B NUMBER

STREET ADDRESS (P.O. Box, RFD#, etc.) 04 SIC CODE 03 STREET ADDRESS (P.O. Box, RFD~, etc.) 04 SIC CODE

CITY 06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE 05 CITY 06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE

SOURCES OF INFORMATION (Cite specific references, e.g., state files, sample analysis, reports)

:kground Information, NUS Files, NUS Corporation Edison, New Jersey

FORM 2DO-13 (7—8U



SITE INSPECTION REPORT ~
PART 10 - PAST RESPONSE ACTIVITIES ‘~ ~

PAST RESPONSE ACTIVITIES

A. WATER SUPPLY CLOSED 02 DATE: 03 AGENCY:
~E~SCRIPTION

Applicable
— B. TEMPORARY WATER SUPPLY PROVIDED 02 DATE: 03 AGENCY:
DESCRIPTION

Applicable
— C. PERMANENT WATER SUPPLY PROVIDED 02 DATE: 03 AGENCY:
OE≤CRIPTION

Apolicable
0. SPILLED MATERIAL REMOVED 02 DATE: 03 AGENCY:

~E~CRIPTION

Applicabl~
E. CONTAMINATED SOIL REMOVED 02 DATE: 03 AGENCY:

~!CRIPT10N

Applicable
F. WASTE REPACKAGED 02 DATE: 03 AGENCY:

~cRIPTION

Applicable
G. WASTE DISPOSED ELSEWHERE 02 DATE: 03 AGENCY:

5~CRIPTION

Applicable
H. ON SITE BURIAL 02 DATE: 03 AGENCY:

~~~RIPTION

Applicable
I. IN SITU Cl~Ei’tICAL TREATMENT 02 DATE: 03 AGENCY:

~~CRIPTION

• Applicab~e
J. IN SITU BIOT.OGICAL TREATMENT 02 DATE: 03 AGENCY:

~~~RIPTION

Applicable
— K. IN SITU PHYSICAL TREATMENT 02 DATE: 03 AGENCY:
OES~RIPTION

Applicable
L. ENCAPSULATION 02 DATE: 03 AGENCY:

~CRIPTION

Ap~licable
N. EMERGENCY WASTE TREATMENT 02 DATE: 03 AGENCY:

~!CRIPTION

Applicable
N. CUTOFF WALLS 02 DATE: 03 AGENCY:

DEScRIPTION

Applicable
— 0. EMERGENCY DIKING/SURFACE WATER DIVERSION 02 DATE: 03 AGENCY:
DEScRIPTION

Applicable
— P. CUTOFF TRENCHES/SUMP 02 DATE: __________________ 03 AGENCY:
DESCRIPTION

Applicable
— Q. SUBSURFACE CUTOFF WALL 02 DATE: ___________________ 03 AGENCY:
DESCRIPTION

Applicable

FORM 2070-13 (7-31)



01 STATE 02
NY

03 AGENCY:

03 AGENCY:

03 AGENCY:

03 AGENCY:

03 AGENCY:

03 AGENCY:

03 AGENCY:

03 AGENCY:

03 AGENCY:

03 AGENCY:

03 AGENCY:

03 AGENCY:

SITE NUMBER
New Site

rvI 111 LflL

SITE INSPECTION REPORT
PART 10 — PAST RESPONSE ACTIVITIES

PAST RES~’UNS~ Ai.~lLViItt~
R. BARRIER WALLS CONSTRUCTED 02 DATE: __________________

~CRIPTI0N

Applicable
X S. CAPPING/COVERING 02 DATE: 1972

~CRIPTION — ____________

dfil) was capped when it was officially closed.
T. BULK TANKAGE REPAIRED 02 DATE:

~E~CRIPTION

Applicable
U. GROUT CURTAIN CONSTRUCTED 02 DATE:

DESCRIPTION

Applicable
V. BOTTOM SEALED 02 DATE: __________________

~CRIPTION

Applicable
W. GAS CONTROL 02 DATE:

~E~CR I PT ION

Applicable
X. FIRE CONTROL 02 DATE:

~CRIPTION

Applic able
Y. LEACHATE TREATMENT 02 DATE:

DESCRIPTION

Applicable
Z. AREA EVACUATED 02 DATE:

OESCRIPTION

Apolic able
1. ACCESS TO SITE RESTRICTED 02 DATE:

~~RIPTI0N

Applicable
— 2. POPULATION RELOCATED 02 DATE:
DESCRIPTION

Applicable
— 3. OTHER REMEDIAL ACTIVITIES 02 DATE:
DE≤CRIPTIO11

Applicable

.SOURCES OF INFORMATION (Cite specific references, e.g., state files, sample analysis, reports)

kground :nformation, NUS Files, NUS Corporation, Edison, New Jersey

FORM 2O0—13 (7—81)



POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE 1. IDENTIFICATION
SITE INSPECTION REPORT 01 STATE 02 SITE NUMBER

PART 11 — ENFORCEMENT INFORMATION NY New Site

ENFORCEMENT INFORMATION

PAST REGULATORY/ENFORCEMENT ACTION X YES NO

DESCRIPTION OF FEDERAL, STATE, LOCAL REGULATORY/ENFORCEMENT ACTION

~eral times during the operation of the landfill the Town of Sauna wds cited for violation of the state regulations for
ndfill management and operation. Each violation was for non—compliance with state laws.

ecific violations were:

— on-site burning
- dumping into water
- leachate observed at the site
— leaching into a water course
— refuse not confined to a manageable area
- unsatisfactory daily soil cover
- refuse protruding through completed areas
— improper spreading and compaction of the refuse
- pooling of water
- blowing paper problem
— approach road impassable to vehicular traffic during part of the year.

[. SOURCES OF INFORMATION (Cite specific references, e.g., state files, sample analysis, report)

:kground Information, NUS Files, NUS Corporation Edison, New Jersey

York State Department of Environmental Conservation, Refuse Disposal and Inspection Report, 10/27/72, 5/13/72, 3/22/71,
14/75, 6/1/72, 10/28/74

FORM 2070—13 (7—81)



SECTION 3

MAPS AND PHOTOGRAPHS



OLD SALINA LANDFILL
SALINA, ONONDAGA COUNTY, NEW YORK

TDD# 02-8606-01
JULY 1, 1986

PHOTOGRAPH INDEX

EXHIBIT A



OLD SALINA LANDFILL
SALINA, NEW YORK
TDD# 02-8606-01

TABLE OF CONTENTS

Figure 1 Provides a Site Location Map

Figure 2 Provides a Sample Location Map

Exhibit A Provides Site Photographs
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NE~’I YORK

(QUAD) SYRACUSE WEST, N.Y.

SITE LOCATION MAP

OLD SAUNA LANDFILL, SALINA, N.Y.

SCALE: 1- 2000

FIGURE 1

r~NU~

_ccRPCRATKDN

0 A Halliburton Company
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LEG END~
• SOIL SAMPLE LOCATION FIGURE 2

• SURFACE WATER AND SAMPLE LOCATION MAP I’bJLJS
SEDIMENT SAMPLE

OLD SAUNA LANDFILL, SAUNA, N.Y. ____ CDRPDRATGN

(SCALE UNKNOWN) 0 A Halliburton Company



ExHIBrT A

OLD SALINA LANDFILL
TOWN OF SALINA, ONONDAGA COUNTY, NEW YORK

TDD# 0202-8606-01
JULY 1, 1986

PHOTOGRAPH INDEX

ALL PHOTOGRAPHS TAKEN BY SALVADOR A. RIGGI JR.

Photo Number Description Time

1P—1 Collecting sample NYT1—Si. 1230
Location: Southeast corner of landfill.
Samplers: Pete Morton, Laurie Gneiding.

1P-2 Collecting sample NYT1—S2. 1245
Location: Southwest corner of landfill.
Samplers: Pete Morton, Laurie Gneiding.

1P—3 Collecting sample NYT1—S3. 1250
Location: Northwest corner of landfill.
Samplers: Pete Morton, Laurie Gneiding.

1P-4 Collecting sample NYT1—S4. 1320
Location: Northeast corner of landfill.
Samplers: Pete Morton, Laurie Gneiding.

1P-5 Collecting sample NYT1—S5. 1325
Location: Center of landfill.
Samplers: Pete Morton, Laurie Gneiding.

1P-6 Collecting sample NYT1-SW1. 1353
Location: Downgradient, Ley Creek.
Samplers: Laurie Gneiding, Pete Morton.

1P-7 Collecting sample NYT1-SED1. 1400
Location: Same as NYT1—SW1.
Samplers: Laurie Gneiding, Pete Morton.

1P-8 Collecting sample NYT1-SW3. 1425
Location: Northeast drainage ditch approximately
50 feet west of work station.
Samplers: Laurie Gneiding, Pete Morton.

1P-9 Collecting sample NYT1—SED3. 1430
Location: Same as NYT1-SW3.
Samplers: Pete Morton, Laurie Gneiding.

1P-lO Collecting sample NYT1-SW2. 1440
Location: Upgradient, Ley Creek.
Samplers: Laurie Gneiding, Pete Morton.

1P-li Collecting sample NYT1-SED2. 1450
Location: Same as NYT1-SW2.
Samplers: Laurie Gneiding, Pete Morotn.
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OLD SALINA LANDFILL, TOWN OF SALINA, ONANDAGA COUNTY, NEW YORK

1P-1 July 1, 1986 1230
Collecting sample NYT1-Si.
Location: Southeast corner of landfill.
Samplers: Pete Morton, Laurie Gneiding.
Photographer: Salvador A. Riggi Jr.

1P-2 July 1, 1986 1245
Collecting sample NYT1-S2.
Location: Southwest corner of landfill.
Samplers: Pete Morton, Laurie Gneiding.
Photographer: Salvador A. Ri~gi Jr.
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OLD SALINA LANDFILL, TOWN OF SALINA, ONANDAGA COUNTY, NEW YORK

1P-3 July 1, 1986 . 1250
Collecting sample NYT1-S3.
Location: Northwest corner of landfill.
Samplers: Pete Morton, Laurie Gneiding.
Photographer: Salvador A. Riggi Jr.

1P-4 July 1, 1986 1320
Collecting sample NYT1-S4.
Location: Northwest corner of landfill.
Samplers: Pete Morton, Laurie Gneiding.
Photographer: Salvador A. Riggi Jr.
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OLD SALINA LANDFILL, TOWN OF SALINA, ONANDAGA COUNTY, NEW YORK

1P—5 July 1, 1986 1325
Collecting sample NYT1—S5.
Location: Center of landfill.
Samplers: Pete Morton, Laurie Gneiding.
Photographer: Salvador A. Riggi Jr.

1P-6 July 1, 1986 1353
Collecting sample NYT1—SW1.
Location: Downgradient, Ley Creek.
Samplers: Laurie Gneiding, Pete Morton.
Photographer: Salvador A. Riggi Jr.
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OLD SALINA LANDFILL, TOWN OF SALINA, ONANDAGA COUNTY, NEW YORK

1P-7 July 1, 1986 1400
Collecting sample NYT1-SED1.
Location: Same as NYTl~-SWl.
Samplers: Laurie Gneiding, Pete Morton.
Photographer: Salvador A. Riggi Jr.

1P-8 July 1, 1986 1425 --

Collecting sample NYT1-SW3.
Location: Northeast drainage ditch approximately 50 feet west of
work station.
Samplers: Laaurie Gneiding, Pete Morton.
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OLD SALINA LANFILL, TOWN OF SALINA, ONANDAGA COUNTY, NEW YORK

1P-9 July 1, 1986 1430
Collecting sample NYT1-SED3.
Location: Same as NYT1—SW3.
Samplers: Pete Morton, Laurie Gneiding.
Photographer: Salvador A. Riggi Jr.

1P-lO July 1, 1986 1440
Collecting sample NYT1-SW2.
Location: Upgradient, Ley Creek.
Samplers: Laurie Gneiding, Pete Morton.
Photographer: Salvador A. Riggi Jr.
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OLD SALINA LANDFILL, TOWN OF SALINA, ONANDAGA COUNTY, NEW YORK

1P-li July 1, 1986 1450
Collecting sample NYT1-SED2.
Location: Same as NYT1-SW2.
Samplers: Laurie Gneiding, Pete Morton.



SECTION 4

DOCUMENTATION RECORDS FOR HAZARD RANKING SYSTEM



FIT QUALITY ASSURANCE TEAM

DOCUMENTATION RECORDS

FOR

HAZARD RANKING SYSTEM

INSTRUCTIONS: As briefly as possible summarize the information you used to

assign the score for each factor (e.g., “Waste quantity = 4,230

drums pIus 800 cubic yards of sludges”). The source of

information should be provided for each entry and should be a

bibliographic_type reference. Include the location of the

document.

FACILITY NAME: Old Sauna Landfill

LOCATION: Town of Sauna, Onondaga County, New York

DATE SCORED: 12-8-86

PERSON SCORING: — Richard Pagano

PRIMARY SOURCE(S) OF INFORMATION (e.g., EPA region, state, FIT, etc.):

Site inspection of 7/1/86, Field Logbook /11661.

EPA Files, Contract Lab Results

FACTORS NOT SCORED DUE TO INSUFFICIENT INFORMATION:

None

COMMENTS OR QUALIFICATIONS:

Air route scored a zero since no HNu or OVA readings were detected above

background level.

Fire and explosion route was scored a zero, as there was no evidence of such a

threat during the site inspection. The local fire marshall has not declared this site

a fire hazard.
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GROUNDWATER ROUTE

I OBSERVED RELEASE

Contaminants detected (5 maximum):

An observed release was not detected as no groundwater samples were taken.

Ref; /12

Rationale for attributing the contaminants to the facility:

Not applicable

* **

2 ROUTE CHARACTERISTICS

Depth to Aquifer of Concern

Name/description of aquifer(s) of concern:

The aquifer of concern is the unconfined Tu!ly Aquifer which is composed of glacial

sand and gravel. The Tully Aquifer is overlain with lacustrine and marshy

floodplain sediments.

Ref: #3

Depth(s) from the ground surface to the highest seasonal level of the saturated

zone water table(s) of the aquifer of concern:

The highest seasonal level of the saturated zone is approximately 1 foot below

ground surface. This zone is hydrologically connected to the Tully Aquifer.

Ref: #5

Depth from the ground surface to the lowest point of waste disposal/storage:

Depth from ground surface to lowest point of waste disposal is unknown, so a

depth of 6 feet is assumed as per HRS instructions. Therefore, the depth to the

aquifer of concern is 0 feet; this is the vertical measurement of the lowest point of

the hazardous substances to the highest seasonal level of the saturated zone of the

aquifer of concern.

Ref: #6, 10
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Net Precipitation

Mean annual or seasonal precipitation (list months for seasonal):

The mean annual precipitation is 36 inches.

Ref: #10

Mean annual lake or seasonal evaporation (List months for seasonal):

The mean annual lake evaporation is 27 inches.

Ref: //10

Net precipitation (subtract the above figures):

36” - 27”: 9 inches of net precipitation.

Permeability of Unsaturated Zone

Soil type in unsaturated zone:

The soil in the area is Carlisle Muck of the Carlisle Series. It consists mostly of

organic sediments which make up most of the floodplain area.

Ref: 115, 7

Permeability associated with soil type:

The permeability of the organic sediments is approximately i0~ to ~ Cm/sec.

Ref: #5, 7, 12

Physical State

Physical state of substances at time of disposal (or at present time for generated

gases):

Solids, liquids, and sludge.

Ref: 112, 6, 20
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3 CONTAINMENT

Containment

Method(s) of waste or leachate containment evaluated:

The landfill is unlined and due to the high water table there is ponding of surface

water.

Ref: #2, 6

Method with highest score:

Unlined landfill.

4 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS

Toxicity and Persistence

Compound(s) evaluated:

Pyrene, Indeno(1,2,3-cd)Pyrene, Acenaphthylene, Chrysene and Lead

Ref: #21

Compound with highest score:

All of the above compounds have a toxicity/persistence score of 18.

Ref: //11

Hazardous Waste Quantity

Total quantity of hazardous substances at the facility, excluding those with a

containment score of 0 (Give a reasonable estimate even if quantity is above

maximurn):

EPA Report, ID #00239440, states that the Fisher Guide, G.M. Corporation, based

in Syracuse, N.Y. dumped the following hazardous wastes at Old Sauna Landfill:

buffing sludge - 36,300 tons, paint sludge - 640 tons, waste thinner and reducer -22

tons; 36,962 tons of documented hazardous waste was dumped on-site. The

Onondaga County Health Department and the New York Department of

Environmental Conservation (NYDEC) stated that the Fisher Guide Plant dumped

an unknown quantity of PCB contaminated waste at Old Salina Landfill.

Ref: #19, 20

Basis of estimating and/or computing waste quantity:

The waste quantities were acquired from an EPA document , I.D. #002399440.

Ref: /120
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5 TARGETS

Groundwater Use

Use(s) of aquifer(s) of concern within a 3—mile radius of the facility:

Groundwater is not in use throughout a 3 mile radius of the site.

Ref: #4, 13

Distance to Nearest Well

Location of nearest well drawing from aquifer of concern or occupied building not

served by a public water supply:

There are no wells drawing from the aquifer of concern within 3 mile radius of the

site.

Ref: #4, 13

Distance to above well or building:

Not applicable.

PopuLation Served by Groundwater Wells Within a 3—Mile Radius

Identified water-supply well(s) drawing from aquifer(s) of concern within a 3-miLe

radius and populations served by each:

Groundwater is not used, therefore the population served from the aquifer of

concern is 0.

Ref: #4, 13

Computation of land area irrigated by supply well(s) drawing from

aquifer(s) of concern within a 3-mile radius, and conversion to population (i.s

people per acre).

Groundwater is not used for irrigation.

Ref: #4, 13

Total population served by groundwater within a 3-mile radius:

Zero (0).

Ref: #4, 13
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SURFACE WATER ROUTE

I OBSERVED RELEASE

Contaminants detected in surface water at the facility or downhill from it

(5 maximum):

An observed release was not detected. There was no significant increase of

contaminants in the downstream sample compared to the upstream sample from

Ley Creek.

Ref: 2

Rationale for attributing the contaminants to the facility:

Not applicable

***

2 ROUTE CHARACTERISTICS

Facility Slope and Intervening Terrain

Average slope of facility in percent:

Elevation (high) - Elevation (low) x 100

Path way entrance

20’x 100 = 3.33% Facility slope in a southwestwerly direction.

600’

Ref: /18

Name/description of nearest downslope surface water:

The nearest downslope surface water is Ley Creek. Ley Creek is the southern

border of the landfill. Downstream 1.8 miles of Ley Creek is Onondaga Lake.

Ref: #2, 8

Average slope of terrain between facility and above—cited surface water body in

percent:

The site is in surface water. The southern border of the site is Ley Creek.

Ref: #2, 8

Is the facility located either totally or partially in surface water?

Yes, Ley Creek is the southern border of Old Sauna Landfill.

Ref: #2, 8
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Is the facility completely surrounded by areas of higher elevation?

No.

Ref: #2, 8

1-Year 24-Hour Rainfall in Inches

2.5 inches.

Ref: #10

Distance to Nearest Downslope Surface Water

Ley Creek lies directly adjacent to the site, and 1.3 miles downstream of Ley

Creek is Onoridoga Lake.

Ref: #2, 8

Physical State of Waste

Solids, liquids, and sludge.

Ref: #2, 6, 20

***

3 CONTAINMENT

Containment

Method(s) of waste or leachate containment evaluated:

Leachate was observed migrating toward Ley Creek with no form of diversion or

containment present.

Ref: #2, 6

Method with highest score:

Exposed leachate with no form of diversion or containment.
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4 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS

Toxicity and Persistence

Compound(s) evaluated

Pyrene, lndeno(1,2,3-cd)Pyrene, Acenaphthylene, Chrysene and Lead

Ref: 1121

Compound with highest score:

All of the above compounds have a toxicity/persistence score of 18.

Ref: #11

Hazardous Waste Quantity

Total quantity of hazardous substances at the facility, excluding those with a

containment score of 0 (Give a reasonable estimate even if quantity is above

maxim urn):

EPA Report, ID #002399440, states that the Fisher Guide, G.M. Corporation, based

in Syracuse, N.Y. dumped the following hazardous wastes at Old Sauna Landfill:

buffing sludge - 36,300 tons, paint sludge - 640 tons, waste thinner and reducer - 22

tons; 36,962 tons of documented hazardous waste was dumped on-site. The

Onondaga County Health Department and the NYDEC stated that the Fisher Guide

Plant dumped an unknown quantity of PCB contaminated waste at Old Sauna

Landfill.

Ref: #19, 20

Basis of estimating and/or computing waste quantity:

The waste quantities were acquired from an EPA document, I.D. #00239440.

Ref: #19, 20

5 TARGETS

Surface Water Use

Use(s) of surface water within 3 miles downstream of the hazardous substance:

Surface water throughout the 3 mile radius is not used for drinking or irrigation

purposes. Onondaga Lake and Ley Creek are both used for recreational purposes.

Ref: #2, 4, 8
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Is there tidal influence?

No.

Ref: /12, 8

Distance to a Sensitive Environment

Distance to 5—acre (minimum) coastal wetland, if 2 miles or less:

Greater than 2 miles.

Ref: /18

Distance to 5-acre (minimum) fresh-water wetland, if 1 mile or less:

The distance to a fresh-water wetland is zero feet, because a swamp area lies

directly adjacent to the site, along Ley Creek.

Ref: /12

Distance to critical habitat of an endangered species or national wildlife refuge, if

I mile or less:

No critical habitat or endangered species are present within a mile radius from the

site.

Ref: /13

Population Served by Surface Water

Location(s) of water-supply intake(s) within 3 miles (free-flowing bodies) or 1 mile

(static water bodies) downstream of the hazardous substance and population served

by each intake:

Surface water supply for drinking water comes from Lake Otisco, Skaneateles

Lake, and Lake Ontario. All are greater than 3 miles from the site. Therefore,

population served by intakes within 3 miles of the site is zero (0). Ley Creek and

Onondaga Lake are not used for drinking; they are both used for recreational

purposes.

Ref: //4~
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Computation of land area irrigated by above-cited intake(s) and conversion to

population (1.5 people per acre):

Not applicable.

Total population served:

The total population served is 0.

Name/description of nearest of above water bodies:

Not applicable.

Distance to above-cited intakes, measured in stream miles.

Not applicable.
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AIR ROUTE

I OBSERVED RELEASE

Contaminants detected:

During the site inspection of 7/1/86 no readings above background levels were

detected with the OVA and HNu.

Ref: /12

Date and location of detection of contaminants

Not applicable.

Methods used to detect the contaminants:

The air was monitored with an Organic Vapor Analyzer (OVA) and Photoionization

Analyzer (HNu).

Ref: #2

Rationale for attributing the contaminants to the site:

Not applicable.

2 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS

Reactivity and Incompatibility

Most reactive compound:

Not applicable.

Most incompatible pair of compounds:

Not applicable.
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Toxicity

Most toxic compound:

Not applicable.

Hazardous Waste Quantity

Total quantity of hazardous waste:

Not applicable.

Basis of estimating and/or computing waste quantity:

Not applicable.

3 TARGETS

Population Within 4-Mile Radius

Circle radius used, give population, and indicate how determined:

o to 4 mi 0 to 1 ml 0 to 1/2 mi 0 to 1/4 ml

Not applicable.

Distance to a Sensitive Environment

Distance to 5-acre (minimum) coastal wetland, if 2 miles or less:

Not applicable.

Distance to 5-acre (minimum) fresh-water wetland, if 1 mile or less:

Not applicable.
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Distance to critical habitat of an endangered species, if I mile or less:

Not applicable.

Land Use

Distance to commercial/industrial area, if I mile or less:

Not applicable.

Distance to national or state park, forest, or wildlife reserve, if 2 miles or less:

Not applicable.

Distance to residential area, if 2 miles or less:

Not applicable.

Distance to agricultural land in production within past 5 years, if I mile or less:

Not applicable.

Distance to prime agricultural land in production within past 5 years, if 2 miles or

less:

Not applicable.

Is a historic or landmark site (National Register or Historic Places and National

Natural Landmarks) within the view of the site?

Not applicable.

13



FIRE AND EXPLOSION

I CONTAINMENT

Hazardous substances present:

During the site inspection there did not appear to be any evidence of a fire or

explosion threat. The local Fire Marshall has not declared this site a fire hazard.

Ref: #2

Type of containment, if applicable:

Not applicable.

***

2 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS

Direct Evidence

Type of instrument and measurements:

Not applicable.

Ignitability

Compound used:

Not applicable.

Reactivity

Most reactive compound:

Not applicable.

Incompatibility

Most incompatible pair of compounds:

Not applicable.
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Hazardous Waste Quantity

Total quantity of hazardous substances at the facility:

Not applicable.

Basis of estimating and/or computing waste quantity:

Not applicable.

3 TARGETS

Distance to Nearest Population

Not applicable.

Distance to Nearest Building

Not applicable.

Distance to Sensitive Environment

Distance to wetlands:

Not applicable.

Distance to critical habitat:

Not applicable.

Land Use

Distance to commercial/industrial area, if 1 mile or less:

Not applicable.
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Distance to national or state park, forest, or wildlife reserve, if 2 miles or less:

Not applicable.

Distance to residential area, if 2 miles or less:

Not appLicable.

Distance to agricultural land in production within past 5 years, if I mile or less:

Not applicable.

Distance to prime agricultural land in production within past 5 years, if 2 miles or

less:

Not applicable.

Is a historic or landmark site (National Register or Historic Places and National

Natural Landmarks) within the view of the site?

Not applicable.

Population Within 2-Mile Radius

Not applicable.

Buildings Within 2-Mile Radius

Not applicable.
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DIRECT CONTACT

1 OBSERVED INCIDENT

Date, location, and pertinent details of incident:

No observed incident of direct contact with landfilled wastes has been documented.

Ref: #2

2 ACCESSIBILITY

Describe type of barrier(s):

Only a road gate restricts entrance to the access road. The entire facility is open

to public access.

Ref: #2

***

3 CONTAINMENT

Type of containment, if applicable:

Uncontrolled leachate was observed migrating from the landfill toward Ley Creek.

Contaminated surface soil samples were detected on the landfill.

Ref: 112

* **

4 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS

Toxicity

Compounds evaluated:

Pyrene, Indeno(1,2,3-cd)Pyrene, Acenaphthylene, Chrysene, and Lead

Ref: #21

Compound with highest score:

All of the above compounds have a toxicity/persistence score of 18.
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5 TARGETS

Population Within One-Mile Radius

13,167 people.

Ref: #8, 9

Distance to Critical Habitat (of Endangered Species)

Greater than 3 miles.

Ref: #3

18
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HAZARD RANKING SYSTEM SCORING FORMS



Facility name: Old Sauna Landfill

Location: Town of Sauna, Onondaga County, New York

EPA Region: Region II

Persons(s) in charge of the facility:

Name of Reviewer: R. Pagano Date: 12-8-86
General description of the facility:
(For example: landfill, surface impoundment, pile, container; types of hazardous
substances; location of the facility; contamination route of major concern; type of
information needed for rating; agency action, etc.)

Old Sauna Landfill is a former municipal sanitary landfill located in the Town of
Sauna, Onondaga County, New York. The site encompasses approximately 120
acres of land. The landfill is bordered by the New York State Thruway to the north
and Ley Creek to the south. There are well over 5 acres of wetlands in the vicinity
of Ley Creek; some of these wetlands are on-site. The landfill closed in 1972; the
year the landfill opened is unknown.

The analyses for semi-volatile compounds showed significant concentrations of
many polyaromatic hydrocarbons and other compounds. Pyrene, fluoranthene and
phenanthrene were detected in concentrations of over 20ppm, while dibenzofuran
was found in a concentration of 2300ppb. Lesser concentrations of pesticide and
volatile compounds were detected.

Score: SM 11.77 (~gw 0 S~w 20.36 Sa 0)

SFE 0

SDC 62.50

HRS COVER SHEET



Ground Water ~oute Work Sneet

~ssgried Value f Multi- I
S:cre Ma~Rating FactOr C,’:le Onel Der Sc:re

~Observed Release ~5

If observed reiease is given a score ~f 45~ proceed to me

If ooserved release is give” a score & 0. oroceea to line

~ Rouse Characteristics 3 2
Deott’ to Aquifer of 3 1 2 (3) 2 ~ 6
Concern

Net Preci~itation 0 1 (3) 3 1 3
Permeaoility of tne 0 1 t2j 3 1 2 ~
Unsaturated Zone

Physical State 0 1 2 1 3 3

Total Route Characteristics Score

~ Containment 0 1 2 1

~ Waste Characteristics 3.4
ToxicityiPersistence 3 3 6 9 12 15(~ 1 /~18
Hazardous Waste 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 /s) 1 8
Quantity

f~al~tharacterI~csscorJ~J25

1 Targets 3.5
Ground Water Use (,,j’~ 1 2 3 3 ° 9
Distance to Nearest 1 0 4 6 8 10 1 0 40
Well/Pooulaton ‘ T2 16 18 20
Served j 24 30 32 35 40

If tine is 45, multioly x x

If I~ne is 0. multioly ~ x x x

Tota Targets Score

E Divide line ~ by 57.230 and muliDly Dy 130 ~ 0

GROUND WATER ROUTE WORK SHEET



Surface Water Route Work Sheet

Rating Factor

Observed Release

If ooserved release is given a value of 45, proceed to line

l~ observed release is given a value of 0. proceed to line

Route Characteristics 4,2
Facility Slope and Intervening 0 1 2 1 3 3
Terrain

i-yr. 24-hr Rainfall 0 1 3 .2 ~
Distance to Nearest Surface 0 1 2 0 2 ~ 6
Water

Physical State 0 1 2 1 3 3

j Total Route Characteristics Score iy 15

~ Containment 0 1 2 1 3 3 43

~ Waste Characteristics 44
ToxicityiPersistence 0 3 6 9 12 15 (~3~ 1 /7 18
Hazardous Waste 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 1 8
Quantity

~ Total Waste Characteristics Score ~ 26

~ Targets 4.5
Surface Water Use 0 1 3 3 ~ 9
Distance to a Sensitive 0 1 2 2 ~ 6
Environment

PopulatiOn ServedlDistarice I~Q~ 4 6 8 10 1 ~
to Water Intake f2 16 18 20
Downstream 24 30 32 35 40

I Total Targets Score 55

~ If line 5 45. multiply x x

If line is 0. multioly x x X /3,/u’,’ 54 350

~ E Divide line ~ by 64.350 and multiply by 100 55w 2O3~

SURFACE WATER ROUTE WORK SHEET



Air Route Work Sheet

Rating Factor

Observed Release

Date and Location:

Sampling Protocol:

if line ~J IsO, theSa —0. Enteron line ~.

If line ~jJ Is 45, then proceed to line ~.

t~ Waste Characteristics 5.2
Reactivity and 0 1 2 3 1 3
Incompatibility

Toxicity 0 1 2 3 3 9
Ha.zardous Waste 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 1 8
Quantity

Total Waste Characteristics Score 20

~ Targets 5.3
Population Within 0 9 12 15 18 1 30
4-Mile Radius J 21 24 27 30

Distance to Sensitive 0 1 2 3 2 6
Environment

LandUse 0 1 2 3 1 3

I Total Targets Score 39

l~ Multiply ~ x x 35,100

~ Divide line ~ by 35.100 and multiply by 100 a — 0

AIR ROUTE WORK SHEET
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Direct ritact Work Sneet

Rating Factor

Observed Incident

If line is 45. proceed to tine

It line iS 0. proceed to line

Assigned Valije
iCircie Onei

Accessibility 0 1 2 ~ 3 3 8.2

~ Containment 0 Is_f 15 8.3

~ Waste Characteristics
Toxicity 0 1 2 ~,. 5 15 8.4

~ Targets 8.5
Population Within a 0 1 2 3 4 4 20

1-Mile Radius
Distance to a 1 2 3 4 0 12
Critical Habitat

r Total Targets Score

~ IC line ~ is 45, multiply x X

If line is 0, mult~pty x X X

Divide line ~ oy 2~,600 an~ multiply Dy 100 SDC ~2. ≤.0

DIRECT CONTACT WORK SHEET



:.,~, ~r’~ ExoloSion ~c’r~ Srieet

— .~ssgried value I \1~i!~ -

°atng ~atOr ~cIe O~e I Score

~ C~~a’nmer~t 3 1 3 7 I

~ Waste CharacteristicS 7 2
Drect Evøence 0 3 1 3
;1Iaciit’~ Q 1 2 3 1 3
~eactivitv 0 1 2 3 1 3
IricomoatiDitty 0 1 2 3 3
~:ardous waste 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 1 8
Duantity V

Total Waste Characteristics Score 20

~ Targets
Distance tc Nearest 0 1 2 3 4 5 V

P~~ijia~ion
Distance to Nearest 0 1 2 3 1 3
Building

Distance to Sensitive 0 1 2 3 1 3
Environment

Land Use 0 1 2 3 1 3
Pooulation Within 0 1 2 3 4 5 1 5
2-Mile Radius

Buildings Within 0 1 2 3 4 5 1 5
2-Mile ~adius

~ Total Targets Score [ 24

~ ~iu’t;Qly EI ~ x [ 1.440

~ L~J Dice line ~y 1.440 a~c ~Wt’D’v ~y 100 S —

FIRE AND EXPLOSION WORK SHEET
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BIBLIOGRAPHY OF INFORMATION SOURCES

HRS MODEL

SOURCE LOCATION

1. Telecon Note: 10/6/86, telephone Conversation with NUS Corp.
Jeff Benatowski, Onondaga County Supervisor’s Office. Edison, NJ

2. Site Inspection, Log Book #1661, NUS Corp. FIT II. NUS Corp.

Edison, NJ

3. N.Y.D.E.C., 3/3/36, Endangered, Threatened, and NUS Corp.
Special Concern Species of N.Y.S. Edison, NJ

4. Telecon Note: 8/2/86, telephone conversation with NUS Corp.
P. DeVoldre, Onondaga Water Supply Company. Edison, NJ

5. Telecon Note: 8/4/86, telephone conversation with NUS Corp.
J. Kraft, NYDEC Region 7. Edison, NJ

6. Telecon Note: 3/5/86, telephone conversation with NUS Corp.
C. Boehlert, Town Supervisor, Town of Sauna. Edison, NJ

7. Soil Survey for Onondaga County, New York, 1977. NUS Corp.
Edison, NJ

3. U.S. Department of the Interior, Geological Survey NUS Corp.
Topographic Map, “West Syracuse, New York”, 1973, Edison, NJ
revised 1978.

9. General Software Corporation. 1984. Draft Graphical NUS Corp.
Exposure Modeling System (GEMS) User’s Guide. Prepared Edison, NJ
for the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Office
of Pesticides and Toxic Substances. Landover, Maryland.

10. U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 1984. NUS Corp.
“Uncontrolled Hazardous Waste Site Ranking System.” Edison, NJ
A User’s Manual (HW-1O).

11. Sax, N.I. 1984. Dangerous Properties of Industrial NUS Corp.
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SUMMARY STATEMENT

OLD SALINA LANDFILL

TOWN OF SALINA, ONONDAGA COUNTY, NEW YORK

Old Sauna Landfill is a former municipal sanitary landfill located in the Town of

Salina, Onondaga County, New York. The landfill encompasses approximately 120

acres of land. The landfill is bordered by the New York State Thruway to the north

and Ley Creek to the south. There are well over 5 acres of wetlands where the

landfill borders Ley Creek.

The landfill closed in 1973; the year the landfill opened is unknown. Prior to 1973,

PCB laden waste was disposed on the landfill. During the landfill’s operation, the

Town of Salina received several violation notices for non-compliance with the state

regulations.

The analyses for semi-volatile compounds showed significant concentrations of

many polyaromatic hydrocarbons and other compounds. Pyrene, flouoranthene and

phenanthrene were detected at concentrations above 20ppm, while dibenzofuran

was found at a concentration of 2300ppb. Lesser concentrations of pesticide and

volatile compounds were detected. The contaminants were detected in on-site soil

and surface water samples.

Primary concern is for the shallow sand and gravel Tully Aquifer. Groundwater

contamination may have occurred through infiltration of hazardous substances

from contaminated soil. Ley Creek could possibly become contaminated via

surface runoff or leachate transport through groundwater. Within a 3 mile radius

of the site, neither the surface water in Ley Creek nor groundwater is used for

drinking, irrigation, or commercial purposes. However, Ley Creek is used for

fishing.

No enforcement action or remedial work has yet been taken.
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New York State
Department of Environmental Conservation

50 Wolf Road —

Albany, New York 12233

ENDANGERED, THREATENED, AND SPECIAL CONCERN SPECIES
OF NEW YORK STATE1

ENDANGERED
Chittenango Ovate Amber Snail Succinea chittenangoensis
Karner Blue Butterfly Lycaeides melissa
Shortnose Sturgeon Aclpenser brevirostrum
Round Whitefish Prosoplum cylindraceum
Pugnose Shiner Notropis anogenus
Eastern Sand Darter Ammoctypta pellucida
Bluebreast Darter Etheostoma camurum
Gilt Darter Percina evides
Spoonhead Sculpin Cottus ricel
Deepwater Sculpin Myoxocephalus thompson!
Tiger Salamander Ambystoma tigrinum
Bog Turtle Clemmys muhienbergi
Leatherback Sea Turtle Dermochelys coriacea

* Hawksbill Sea Turtle Eretmochelys Imbricata
Atlantic Ridley Sea Turtle Lepidochelys kempli
Massasauga Rattlesnake Sistrurus catenatus
Golden Eagle Aquila chiysaetos
Bald Eagle Hallaeetus ieucocephalus
Peregrine Falcon Falco peregrlnus
Eskimo Curlew Numenlus borealis
Least Tern Sterna aibitrons
Roseate Tern Sterna dougal!!!
Loggerhead Shrike Lanius ludovicianus

1ndiana Bat Myotis sodalis
Sperm Whale Physeter catodon
Sel Whale Balaenoptera borealis
Blue Whale Balaenoptera musculus
Finback Whale Balaenoptera physalus

*Humpback Whale Megaptera novaeangl!ae
Right Whale Balaena glacialis
Gray Wolf Canis lupus
Cougar Fells concolor

II. THREATENED
Lake Sturgeon Acipenser tulvescens
Mooneye Hiodon terg!sus
Lake Chubsucker Erimyzon sucetta
Mud Sunfish Acantharchus pomotis
Longear Sunfish Lepomis megalotis
Cricket Frog Acris crep!tans
Mud Turtle Kinosternon subrubrum
Blanding’s Turtle Emydoidea blandingi

“Loggerhead Sea Turtle Caretta caretta
“Green Sea Turtle Chelonia mydas If E D

Timber Rattlesnake Crotalus horridus
Osprey Pandion haliaetus
Red-shouldered Hawk Buteo lineatus
Northern Harrier Circus cyaneus ~‘.‘“‘ V l~O~
Spruce Grouse Dendragapus canadensis
Piping Plover Charadrius melodus ~US CJkPORj~flO~j
Common Tern Sterna hirundo REGION II
Eastern Woodrat Neotoma floridana SENT TO
‘Indicates that the species is currently listed as ‘endangered’
by the U.S. Department of the Interior.

• 1ndicates that the species is currently listed as “threatened”
by the U.S. Department of the Interior.

(OVER)
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•i in undrained areas. In drained areas roots can~Oi etrate as deep as the drainage is effective.
peflined areas have high available water capacity.
l~r fly areas of Canandaigua soils, even when drained,
~eive runoff and seepage from adjacent higherre~15 Undrained areas are suited to sod crops that
SOte wetness. If adequately drained the soils are
tO ii suited to such annual row crops as corn, beans,
Wd vegetables. Because of wetness the suppply of
~~rogefl generally is deficient in spring. The natural

of nitrogen, however, is high, and if the soils
5r~ adequatelY drained, the supply of nitrogen gener
5lly is adequate for most crops in midsummer. The
~apac1tY of these soils to supply potassium and phos
horus is medium. Only a few areas need lime. Com

T’Iete fertilizer generally is needed if the soils are
~rained and cropped intensively.

RePresentatwe profile of Canandaigua mucky silt
loam in an idle area that was formerly cultivated in
the town of. Lysander, 50 feet east of State Route 48,
2,500 feet north of Church Road:

The solum ranges from 20 to 40 inches in thickness. Depth
to carbonates ranges from 18 to 60 inches. Depth to bedrock is
more than 40 inches and generally is more than 10 feet. The
solum generally is free of coarse fragments but, in places, it
contains as much as 5 percent gravel and small stones by
Volume

The dark-colored Ap horizon ranges from black to very dark
grayish brown in color. It is less than 10 inches thick and is
less than a third of the thickness of the solum. In undisturbed
areas the Al horizon ranges from 4 to 6 inches in thickness,
and in some of the wettest areas it is muck. The A horizon is
mainly silt loam or mucky silt loam, but it ranges to fine
sandy loam or mucky fine sandy loam that is high in content
of silt Reaction in the A horizon ranges from slightly acid to
mildly alkaline.

The B horizon ranges from light gray (5YR 7/1) to grayish
brown (2.5Y 5/2) in color. It has hues of 5YR to 2.5Y, values of

I

5 to 7, chromas of 1 and 2, and few to many high chroma
mottles. The B horizon is very fine sandy loam to light silty
clay loam. Reaction in the B horizon ranges from slightly acid
to moderately alkaline, and in places it is calcareous in the
lower part.

The C horizon is mainly stratified silt and very fine sand
that has thin bands of silty clay in places, and is silty clay
below a depth of 40 inches in places. Reaction in the C horizon
is neutral to moderately alkaline.

Canandaigua soils are closely associated with the some
what poorly drained Niagara soils, which formed in similar
material. They are coarser textured than Lakemont and
Fonda soils.

Canandaigua mucky silt loam (Cd).—This level or
nearly level soil is on flats or in depressions on lake
plains where the water table is at or near the surface
for long periods. Water ponds in places. Most areas
are irregular in shape and larger than 10 acres in
size, but some are larger than 50 acres.

Included with this soil in mapping are fairly exten
sive areas where the surface layer is silt loam instead
of mucky silt loam, but the effect on use and manage
ment is very slight. Also included are areas of Palms
muck in the lowest depressions and areas of better
drained Niagara soils on slight rises or knolls.

If this soil is undrained, it is suited to wetland hay,
pasture, and trees. If adequately drained, it is well
suited to such annual row crops as corn and beans.
This soil generally is too wet for winter small grain
crops and too high in content of nitrogen for spring
small grains. Capability unit IVw—3; woodland suita
bility group 4w1.

Carlisle Series
The Carlisle series consists of deep, very poorly

drained, muck soils that formed in woody organic
deposits. These soils are in bogs and have more than
51 inches of organic material over a mineral substra
tum of calcareous marl, or sand, silt, clay, or combina
tions of the three.

In a representative profile in a forest, the surface
layer is friable, black granular muck about 12 inches
thick. It is underlain by mucky material that extends
to a depth of about 111 inches. Color is black to a
depth of about 65 inches and very dark brown below.
Partly decomposed wood fragments are scattered
through. the material below a depth of 65 inches.
Below a depth of 111 inches, the mineral substratum
is gray, sticky and plastic clay loam that is calcar
eous.

In Carlisle soils water is at or ponded on the
surface during the wetter parts of the year. Root
growth is limited by prolonged wetness to the upper
12 inches unless the soil is drained. In drained areas
roots extend as deep as the drainage is effective.
Available water capacity is high. Drained muck sub
sides by compaction and oxidation. It is also lost by
soil blowing. Consequently drainage systems need to
be deepened periodically. Some areas without ade
quate outlets need to be pumped. In some areas
pumping is reversed to provide irrigation during dry
periods. Drained Carlisle muck is highly productive
for such specialty crops as lettuce, onions, celery, and
potatoes. The supply of nitrogen is high. The capacity
of these soils to supply phosphorus and potassium is
low to medium. Undrained areas are better suited to
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Ap—0 to 8 inches, very dark grayish-brown (7.5YR 212) mucky
silt loam, high in content of organic matter; moder
ate, fine and medium, granular structure; friable;
many roots; neutral; clear, smooth boundary.

821g—8 to 12 inches, pinkish-gray (7.5YR 6/2) coarse silt
loam; few, medium, distinct yellowish-brown and
strong.brown mottles; weak, medium and fine, sub-
angular blocky structure; friable; common roots;
many fine and medium pores; mildly alkaline;
clear, smooth boundary.

822g—12 to 19 inches, pinkish-gray (7.5YR 6/2) silt loam;
many, coarse, prominent strong-brown and reddish-
yellow and common, medium, distinct light-gray
mottles; moderate, coarse, prismatic structure part
ing to weak, coarse, subangular blocky; prism faces
have gray (1OYR 6/1) silt films; few fine roots; many
fine and medium pores; thin patchy clay films in
larger pores; few thin patchy clay films on blocky
faces; mildly alkaline; gradual, wavy boundary.

83g—19 to 31 inches, light brownish.gray (1OYR 6/2) heavy
very fine sandy loam; common, medium, distinct
yellowish-brown, dark yellowish.brown, and light.
gray mottles; weak, coarse and very coarse, pris
matic structure parting to weak, fine and medium,
blocky; friable; few fine roots; thin light-gray patchy
clay films on prism faces; few fine and medium
pores; thin patchy clay films in larger pores; mildly
alkaline becoming moderately alkaline (calcareous)
at a depth of 29 inches; clear, wavy boundary.

C—31 to 54 inches, gray (1OYR 6/1) thinly stratified silt, very
fine sand, and fine sand that has very thin layers of
light.browyi (7.5YR 6/4) silty clay; common, coarse,
distinct dark yellowish-brown, olive-brown, and light
olive-brown mottles that decrease in size and num
ber with increasing depth; weak, fine and medium
and thick, platy structure; friable; moderately alka
line (strongly calacerous).
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swamp woods than to most other uses. Drained areas
that are abandoned because of subsidence and thin
ning of the muck are commonly better suited to
wetland wildlife habitat. Wetness and poor stability
are the main limitations for most nonfarm uses.

Representative profile of Carlisle muck in a forest
in the town of Cicero, 150 feet south of Island Road,
4,700 feet east of Northern Boulevard:

Oal—O to 12 inches, black (5YR 2/1) on broken face, rubbed
and pressed, sapric material; about 20 percent
woody, herbaceous, and mossy fibers, about 2 per
cent rubbed; moderate to strong, fine granular
structure; friable; many roots; about 5 percent min
eral content; slightly acid; abrupt, smooth boundary.

0a2—12 to 30 inches, black (N 2/0) on broken face, rubbed and
pressed, sapric material; about 20 percent herba.
ceous fibers, about 5 percent rubbed; massive; non-
sticky, slightly plastic; few roots; about 5 percent
mineral content; neutral; clear boundary.

0a3—30 to 65 inches, black (IOYR 2/1) on broken face, rubbed
and pressed, sapric material; about 25 percent her
baceous fibers, 5 percent rubbed; massive; non-
sticky, slightly plastic; about 5 percent mineral con
tent; slightly acid; clear boundary.

0a4—65 to 108 inches, very dark brown (1OYR 2/2) on broken
face, rubbed and pressed, sapric material; about 15
percent woody and herbaceous fibers, 5 percent
rubbed; massive; nonsticky, slightly plastic; 10 per
cent wood chips; 5 percent mineral content; slightly
acid; clear boundary.

0a5—108 to 111 inches, very dark brown (1OYR 2/2) on broken
face, rubbed and pressed, sapric material; about 50
percent mineral content; massive; slightly sticky
and slightly plastic; neutral; clear boundary.

11C2—111 to 116 inches, gray (5Y 6/1) light clay loam; mas
sive; sticky and plastic; mildly alkaline (calcareous).

The organic deposits are more than 51 inches thick. Depth
to bedrock is more than 51 inches and generally is more than
10 feet. Reaction in the surface and subsurface layers ranges
from strongly acid to mildly alkaline, but it is dominantly
slightly acid or neutral. The upper tiers to a depth of 36
inches are black (N 2/0) to very dark brown (1OYR 2/2) and are
dominantly woody and herbaceous fibers and sapric material,
but some hemic material is present in places. The bottom
tiers, below a depth of 36 or more inches, range from black (N
2/0) to dark reddish brown (5YR 2/2). They are mainly sapric
material of herbaceous and woody fibers, and they contain
some layers of hemic material in places. Reaction in the
bottom tiers ranges from medium acid to moderately alkaline.

Carlisle muck is closely associated with Palms muck and
Edwards muck. Carlisle muck is more than 51 inches deep to
mineral or marl material, whereas Palms and Edwards muck
are less than 51 inches deep to mineral or marl material.

Carlisle muck (Ce).—This soil is in swampy depres
sions mainly on the lake plains. Most areas are
irregular in shape and larger than 10 acres in size.
Some areas, especially in Cicero Swamp and Peat
Swamp, are very large.

Included with this soil in mapping are areas of
Palms or Edwards muck where there is less than 51
inches of organic material over a mineral or marl
substratum. Also included are a few small areas of
Canandaigua, Fonda, and Lamson soils, mainly along
the edges of depressions or on small low knolls.

Areas of Carlisle muck that are used for crops are
intensively drained. Areas still forested are mostly
undrained or are partly drained as a result of ditch
ing for roads or draining of adjacent areas for crops.
Drained areas are used mainly for such truck crops
as lettuce and onions. Only a few areas are used for
field crops. Capability unit 111w—i; woodland suitabil
ity group 5w1.

Cazenovia Series
The Cazenovia series consists of deep, well drained

and moderately well drained, medium-textured Sojj~
that have a moderately fine textured subsoil. Thes
soils formed in glacial till rich in reddish clay shale
limestone, and, in places, reworked reddish lacustrifle
clay. They are on uplands.

In a representative profile in a cultivated area, the
surface layer is dark-brown silt loam 9 inches thick.
Between depths of 9 and 12 inches isa thin, leached
subsurface layer of brown, friable silt loam. Between
depths of 12 and 15 inches, the upper part of the
subsoil is reddish-brown, friable silt loam. Between
depths of 15 and 36 inches, the subsoil is firm, red.
dish-brown silty clay loam that becomes gravelly ata
depth of about 31 inches. Between depths of 36 and7(~
inches, the underlying calcareous substratum is firm.
gravelly silty clay loam that is streaked with colors of
reddish brown, dark reddish gray, gray, and dark
reddish brown.

Cazenovia soils have a seasonal high water table a:
a depth of 18 to 24 inches where runoff is somewhat
slow or where water accumulates. In places the sea
sonal high water table is a little deeper. It is perched
on the slowly permeable subsoil and substratum.
Root growth is mainly in the top 24 to 36 inches of
soil. Available water capacity in this zone is high. The
natural supply of nitrogen and phosphorus is gener
ally medium, and the supply of potassium is high. lit
unlimed areas reaction in the surface layer is me
dium acid to neutral. In places Cazenovia soils con.
tam stones and boulders, generally limestone, that
hinder tillage. Such areas are indicated on the SOb
map by symbols. Slope, the hazard of erosion, and
slight seasonal wetness are the main limitations for
most farm and nonfarm uses.

Representative profile of Cazenovia silt loam, 2 to
percent slopes, in a cultivated area in the town
Manlius, 300 feet west of Enders Road, 600 feet flO!’tH
of the intersection of Enders Road and State Rot1t~
92:

Ap—0 to 9 inches, dark-brown (7.5YR 4/2) silt loam, Pinkis:
gray (7.5YR 6/2) dry; moderate, fine and medlU51
granular structure; friable; many roots; 10 P~ ii’
coarse fragments; slightly acid; abrupt, smo°
boundary. . .

A2—9 to 12 inches, brown (7.5YR 4/4) silt loam, pinkish.ç1~.
(7.5YR 7/2) dry; weak, thick, platy structure; fri~~.
many roots; common pores; 10 percent coarse
ments; slightly acid; clear, wavy boundary. ~

B&A—12 to 15 inches, reddish-brown (5YR 413) hea”Y
loam; moderate, coarse, prismatic structure
to moderate, medium, subangular blocky; .fi1~
slightly sticky; many roots; common pores; fIfl~y~
to 3 inches apart of XIs. to 1/4-inch-thick, brown
414) silt coats, pinkish gray (7.5YR 7/2) dry, On
cal faces of prisms; reddish-gray (5YR 5/2) co8r5,,~ ~p
coatings on blocky faces; patchy clay liflIfl~~1
larger pores in the B part of the horizon; 12
coarse fragments; neutral; clear, wavy bou~I ~ cl~

B21t—15 to 31 inches, reddish-brown (5YR 413) 5” ~ioC~
loam; strong, medium and coarse, angul8r~~ ~
structure; firm, sticky; dark reddish-gray (5,.fl~ ~d
clay films on pod faces; common roots; few
medium pores; common medium and
that have continuous clay linings; 10
fragments; slightly acid; clear, wavy ~

B22t—31 to 36 inches, reddish-brown (5YR 4/3)
clay loam; moderate, coarse, sul
structure; firm, slightly sticky;
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Source

The Master Area ~eference File (MA~F) is a proprietary prodt.zct of
Donnelly Marketing, Inc., a subsidiary of Dunn and Bradstreet, and is
available only to EPA users and to contractors engaged in EPA projects.

Description

The complete corrected MARF of the 1980 Census, with geographic
coordinates for small geographic areas, is installed for GEMS on a
separate disk pack. It consists of four subfiles, one for each major
census geographic region, arid is available to users when that disk pack is
mounted. The file has a variety of location identification information,
including region, state, county, place, census tracts and enumeration
districts or block groups (See Figure C—I for illustrations). It also
contains population count by race, the number of occupied and owner—
occupied housing units, group ~arters, and number of families for all the
enumeration districts/block groups for the continental United States,
Hawaii, and Alaska.

CEDPOP, a subset of the MARF of the 1980 Census, is accessible
throt.çh GEMS. In addition to total population and household counts, the
file inc1~es geographic coordinates for the population—weighted centroid
of each census block group or enumeration district (BG/~) in the file.

Use

The complete MAPF 80 Census file, installed in GEMS on a separate
disk, is excected to be used heavily by GEMS users to identify household
and population by racial groucs at any required geographic level. County
aggregate populations have already been created from this file.

C~POP was interfaced with ATM8O in GEMS to provide estimates of
population sizes exposed to concentrations of airborne chemicals around a
release site and with BOXMCD8O to provide population estimates within area
source recions. The poculation centrojds are ider,~if led, and poculacicr.s
are accumulated in sectors (tycically the sixteen wind direction sectors)
surrounding the center point within a user—specified number of radial
distances out from the center.

The CEDPQP file also is accessed by CENSJS DATA and ~AD::-~
procedures under the ZEODATA :~NDL:NG ocerati in~E>1S. CS~!S~JS DAA
accumulates population and housing counts by u; :o ten ‘iser—secifled
radial distar.ces and from or,e—~o—sixceen sec:or~. ~e ~ADI—5 prcgre~
~~a:ula:es the same infDr’.ation (exoect hcusinc c:~.-~os; and ~isc1avs te
:an:r:~ ..OC~t.~nS f:r ..ser—srec_f_ec crc~1ar :..s:~-’ces arourc a ce’:er
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MENU: Process Census Data by Latitude and lonQitude o ~ F.
ref par—name parameter description value indec

1. LAT latitude (DDMHSS or decree) 430522
2. ION longitude (DDD(IHSS or dearee) 760853
3. RI~I3D1ST ring distances in km 6.4 (6)
4. NSECTORS number of sectors I
5. DATASET Name of the output dataset ~Tl
6. TAG taq field of the output dataset *

Enter one or more combinations of: reference or parameter name and value(s)
[refi valuel, ref2 value2, ...) or a comeand: ELPI~ITIBAC~:IEND,CLEAR,EXIT

Data List of Dataset: NYT1 t~imber of Records = a

REC ~ POP ({~J5E DISTANCE :
4—

592 1 245 0.4’X~00 1
2 a52 247 1 0.810000 1
3: 11923 4717 1.60000
4 38179 15745 320000 1
5 46096 : 20485 1 4.Wi’j00 1 1
61 82005: 322461 6.40000 1 1

I—_

~ ~ ~ ~‘~‘ ((5

I ? q~/9 ~7~3~& ~ I -,~g 1€ ~



REFERENCE #10



HazardoUS fU~s~ 9~1~
~ar~king Sys~em

A Users Manua1
(HW-1O)

Originally Published in
the July 16, ‘i982, Federal Rs’gister

*

t.

United Sr~t~s
En’:ironrner~at ProtectiO!~
Agency



REFERENCE #11



I.

• DangerouS
P~’opertieS of

Urndust.r~a~ ~Ia~er~a~s
Sixth Edition

N. IRVING SAX
Assisted by:

Benjamin Feiner/JOSePh J. Fitzgerald/Thomas J. Haley/Elizabeth K. Weisburger

I~’NR VAN NOSTRAND REINHOLD COMPANY

____ NEW YORK CINCNNATI TORCNrO LCNCCN MELBOURNE



REFERENCE #12



TABLE 8-3 Hydraulic conductivity

Hydraulic_Conducthity~~
Material cm/sec ft/day

Clay

Unweathered 10~_l0~ iO-~—i0-~
High plastic (CH) 10-10’ 10_2_10_4
Low plastic (CL) 10_6_10~ 10’—i0~

Silt
High plastic (MH) 10~10~ 1 ~.l02
Low plastic (ML) 10~—i0~ 10 ~10~

Sand

(SP) 10-i—1O-~ 10-i— 1
Well sorted, fine 10~l0~ 102_ 1
Well sorted, medium 102_iO4 10~—1O’
Well sorted, coarse 10’103 104_102

(SW) 10~—iO~ 10-~—i0-’
Poorly sorted, fine 102_i0_4 i0~—10’
Poorly sorted, medium 10’—10~ 104_102
Poorly sorted, coarse i0~i0~ 104_102
Silty sand (SM) 10-4_106 10 —10-’
Clayey sand (SC) 1 _i0~

Grovel

(GP) 10~—1 10-8_b_S
Well sorted 10~4 10~bO~

(GW) 10-2_i
Poorly sorted 10-2_i 10~—10~

Silty gravel ~GM) 103106 10~_10-’
Clayey gravel (GC) i0~10~ 10 —io~



~iedSoil Cla~cati0fl System
Identification Procedures

Wide range in grain size and
substantial amounts of all inter
mediate particle sizes.

Predominantly one size or a range
of sizes with some intermediate
sizes missing.

Nonplastic fines or tines with
low plasticity. (For identification
procedures. see ML In Fig. 7—8.)

Wide range in grain size and
substantial amounts of all
intermediate particle sizes.

Predominantly one size or a
range of sizes with some
intermediate sizes missing.

NonptastiC fines or fines with
low plasticity. (For identifica
tion procedures. see ML in Fig. 7—8.)



Identification Procedures on fract~on
smaller than no. 40 sieve size

Dry Strength Dilatancy Toughness
(crushing (reaction (molding
characteristics) to shaking) test)

Inorganic silts and very ~ None Quick
sands, rock flour, silty or to to None

ML clayey fine sands or clayey slight medium
silts with slight plasticity.

U,
>U,

-~ :~
~) —~ Inorganic clays of low to me- Medium None
‘°‘= c CL dium plasticity, gravelly - to to Medium
C ~
~ ‘~ ‘~ clays, silty clays, sandy high very slow
.~ ~ clays, lean clays.
~5;~-~

Slight.Organic silts~’and organic Slight reels
to Slow weak andOL silty clays of low plasticity. medium

MH

C
>.~ U,

U,
01

(“—I

Inorganic silts. micaceous or Slight Slow) Slight
diatomaceous fine sandy or to to-’ to
silty soils, elastic silts, medium medium medium

OH

HighInorganic clays of high to None HighCH plasticity, fat clays, very high

Organic clays of medium to
high plasticity, organic silt.

Highly Organic Soils Pt Peat and other highly or- Readily identified by color, odor.
ganic soils, spongy feel. & frequently by ii’

brous texture.

Medium None Slight
to to to med.

high very slow spongy



REFERENCE #13



NUS CORPORA TION TELECON NOTE

CONTROL NO: DATE: TIME:

/~; - 7~ - é ~ ~

DISTRIBUTION:

C ~ 4 ~ ~ A~. F) ~

A
BETWEEN: OF: ~-~- )-,~r/’.~.cr~. PHONE:

~ f 44 F f~ / ( ~ ~ ) ~
AND:

~ ~

DISCUSSION:

~ ,~ ~ ,~ ~ /€~ ~I~’ ~

~I /~i I ~

(~~tL4~f1)i.

~/ ‘ ‘c~-~ (~~- ~ ~4 ~~/4-7

~ ~ ~/ /
)~ ~

/7 c~ ~ ~- ~7;.

-- 1’ I

-,
/~1

7 ,ii —
~ / ~ /V~
fri ~-(•~-

I., -~? t--~,’,? ~ ~.

ACTION ITEMS:

--~~Te - ~ /pnJ ~/ V ~ -y
/~ -vc’i ~ ~ 1~r,t~ Z~c-~z~ fl’~7~ ~

?//“C s ,v~’i c~r~z
/2~t7~1 L

NUS 067 REVISED 0581



m
-Il
m
mz
C,m



NUS CORPORATION TELECON NOTE

CONTROL NO: DATE: TIME:

/0 ~- Y ~
DISTRIBUTION:

~L
BETWEEN: OF: PHONE:

~J
~( ~ c ( 3 / ~e ~‘ -~ ~

AND:

,4~/~)~
DISCUSSION: I

2~;~ L2~~ ~ ~P ~4-/ ~
6~;~ ~ii a c~ /~g

~4~-fv~ ~

,~ ~zfr~,’~7,-i ,≤2c~,-/ ~ %~c~ ~:

~ ~7 ~1~LL~ ~ ~ / ~
~

~ ~~~4~;7 %~‘ ~ / -2~

~
ACTION ITEMS: “7 , /~

; /t/J~/f~~
7

NUS 067 REVISED 0581



REFERENCE #15



NUS CORPORA TION TELECON NOTE

CONTROL NO: DATE: TIME:

— ,‘~‘ ~ 7’
DISTRIBUTION:

~2t/~ 54~~/ ~

BETWEEN: OF: c.~’1/4’/l — PHONE:

(~‘ k~ 9A’ i~—~ ~ c (3~ ~) ~“i 2
AND:

y(i~ ~‘o,/ / ‘~ (NUS)

DISCUSSION:

~ ~ ~ ~ ~

~ ~ ~ .~ ~,‘

,,/~

~&~//~ (~

. 7/

ACTION ITEMS:

NUS 067 ~EV~SED 0581



REFERENCE #16



NUS CORPORA TION TELECON NOTE

DISTRIBUTION:

Ct ~) 5.A’1’~,J ~

ACTION ITEMS:

3
.(-~,

~4177/~

C F~4~’~-7 ____

747 ~

7

NUS 067 REVISED 0581



NUS CORPORATION TELECON NOTE

CONTROL NO: DATE: TIME:

/~‘( //2c
DISTRIBUTION:

c~I ~

BETWEEN: OF: PHONE:

~ (•~i 4~’~’~
AND:

~e (/14/2/) (NU S)

DISCUSSION:

~

,1.i (~ /~ f~i frj~’-~i a 4 -.

— rP4Ca~C ~ -2( ~‘ Ff~z,~ ~
.2t;~i~ ~‘~z4

J)(c ,~‘/Ci.~p/ /3t’~~/~ ~ ~ ~ ,~ç-) ~

(~1~ glf~ /3d,3 ~ (3/)~~

c~ ~
7/

ACTION ITEMS:

NUS 067 REVISED 0581



REFERENCE #17



NUS CORPORATION TELECON NOTE

CONTROL NO: DATE: TIME:

/5cO,~~e.

DISTRIBUTION:

F;Ie

BETWEEN: OF: PHONE:

c~~i< cL~~Sc
AND:

R —3:—- (NUS)

DISCUSSION:

~ ~ ~-~J/~ I

~ ~ // I ~

~~~ ___ ~

/~ ~ ~
/i~r p~-,~-i -( ~“~_~_7’

Ic2 /$~‘ A —~ / ~—~-- /2<)
~ -

ACTION ITEMS:

~cL~0P~~
I ~ A f~~, ‘~ ~ - ~ C) ~~f Cs ~ ~

NUS 067 REVISED 0581



m
‘1
‘ii

mz
C,
m



NUS CORPORA TION TELECON NOTE

CONTROL NO: DATE: TIME:

/i)~f?~r~ /e)/~?
DISTRIBUTION:

~

BETWEEN: OF: PHONE:

1;,c~ ~ ~ ~ /~ ~) ~ ‘7/ (~/ ~) ~
AND:

/ØC%CI’/ /~ a~ (NUS)

DISCUSSION:

~ ~ /~)~ /~ C’

,‘~-/ ~/?L/ ~~~

~LfI~~~J ,~ &‘~L~ ~ ~i~~•t7 -~ /~74’. 12~ 4~

(~t4~J %~6 ~/~j?~r
~ ~

~

~
I
//

/~7i7/a

ACTION ITEMS:

NUS 067 REVISED 0581



m
-Il
m
mz
C,
m

(D



• _i4ew York State Department of Environmental ConservatIon

Henry G. WilliamsCHRONOLOGY OF INVESTIGATION AND TESTING Commissioner

By Onondaga County Health Department
and

NYS Department of Environmental Conservation

November, 1985

Contract signed between DEC and Dunn Geoscience, Inc. to undertake
hydrogeologic investigaion of the Clay landfill for $70,000 under special
funds for monitoring a limited number of landfills statewide. Clay landfill
was selected because it was a large municipal landfill closed prior to recent
strict closure requirements and nearby residential wells.

February 1986

Nine monitoring wells installed for Dunn Geoscience work.

Friday, March 7, 1986

Newspaper story regarding possible pcb’s-laden trash being dumped in area
landfills.

Monday, March 10, 1986 V • V

DEC and County Health officials met to discusi situation and plan coordinated
testing, if necessary. County Health took samples for testing of three
residential wells in area and one surface sample. (Sampling #1).

Wednesday, March 12, 1986

County Health received tests results showing no detectable levels of pcb’s
in three residential wells; however, drainage ditch sample showed pcb’s
at 8.6 parts per billion. (Results of Sampling #1).

Thursday, March 13, 1986 •

DEC and County Health officials met and agreed to more extensive sampling V V

program. • V
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Saturday, March 15, 1986

Meeting with residents at Clay Town Hall.

Monday, March 17, 1986

DEC and County Health began sampling at Clay landfill. Samples were taken
of surface waters and sediments around the landfill. Samples were also
taken from three existing collection sumps on the perimeter of the landfill.
to be tested for pcb’s only. (Sampling #2)*

Also, March 17, 1986

DEC met with General t•lotors representatives who supplied copies of their
Industrial Chemical Survey and Community Right-to-Know forms. GM confirmed
that pcb-contaminated trash from floor sweepings and cleanup debris was
disposed of with their general trash. This information was not included
in the ICS or Community Right—to-Know forms. DEC requested that GM sutinit
a list of haulers used for their general trash.

Tuesday, March 18, 1986

DEC’s contract firm of Dunn Geoscience began the sampling work of the nine
monitoring wells around Clay landfill. Samples were also taken of leachate
seeps,, soil, and nearby surface water. Samples will be tested for the
129 priority pollutants including pcb’s. (Sampling #3).

Wednesday, March 19, 1986

Sampling of Dunn Geoscience continued and was concluded. .

DEC met with A&T Haulers representative who confirmed that they had hauled
general trash for General Motors since 1972 and that trash was hauled to
the Brighton, Sauna, Tripoli, and Clay landfills. :
Thursday, March 20, 1986

DEC and the county Health Department took samples at the Clay, Sauna, and
Brighton landfills. DEC took samples from five of the monitoring wells
at Clay, six samples from Brighton and five from Sauna. (Sampling #4a).
County Health took two samples from Salina and one from Brighton. (Sampling #4b).
DEC’s samples went to DEC laboratory for analysis. County Health samples
went to contract lab. All samples to be tested for pcb’s only.

Monday, March 24, 1986 .

Some results of samnling #2 were received. Four surface water samples showed
no detectable levels of pcb’s.

County Health had completed testing of 44 residential wells with none showing
detectable levels of pcb’s. . -: -

*Note: Additional samples taken of sumps alone to be tested by DEC contract
lab for 129 priority pollutants. Results not yet received.
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Friday, March 25, 1986

The complete results of sampling #2 were received on the Clay landfill.
(Results of Sampling #2).

Of the six soil samples, only one showed the presence of pcb’s. The sample
from a leachate outbreak on the southeast corner of the landfill registered
640 parts per billion. DEC requires soil to be cleaned to a level of 10,000
parts per billion.

Three samples from the three leachate sumps showed only trace amounts of
pcb’s ranging from less than .lppb to .2ppb.

Results were also received by the County Health Department on sampling 4b
at the Salina and Brighton landfills. The two Sauna samples were negative
while the Brighton landfill showed 1800 parts per billion. (Results of
Sampling #4b).

Monday, March 31 — Friday, April 18, 1986

- County Health has undertaken health survey.

— DEC has investigated status of C&D site permit. Wetlands area has been
defined by Wildlife staff.

- Arrangements have been made for fish sampling to take place in Oneida River.

— DEC received on Thursday, April 3, 1986, additional information as requested
from General Motors. Information under review by legal staff.

- Tripoli landfill tests results were received showing no presence of pcb’s.
(April 9, 1986).

- Regional DEC has recommended that the Clay, Brighton, and Sauna landfills
be placedon the State’s Registry of Inactive Hazardous Waste Sites enabling

— further investigation under the Superfund process.

— Dunn Geoscience verbal report received showing no detectable levels of
pcb’s in nine monitoring wells.

Friday, April 18, 1986

- Verbal results received by Regional DEC from DEC Laboratory on Sampling #4a.
The five samples taken from five different monitoring wells at the Clay Landfill
showed no detectable pcb’s at or above the detection level of 0.25 parts
per billion. (Results of sampling #4a)

— At the Sauna landfill, the 3 water samples showed no detectable level
of pcb’s; while two soil samples showed pcb’s at levels of 3,607 ppb and
1,406 ppb.

— At the Brighton landfill, two water samples and three soil samples showed
negative results. One soil sample registered 2,259 parts per bilHOfl.
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The only sampling yet to be received is Sampling #3 on the 129 priority pollutants
at the Clay Landfill done by Dunn Geoscience for DEC.

Verbal results on Sampling #4a will need to be confirmed in a written report
yet to be received.

April 18, 1986

Contact person: Sue Miller
428-4497
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~Z~àus WASUD~$ITL
I~LL ~4T~JCT~4

On site Landfill

Town of Sauna Landfill
Route 11
Town of Sauna
onondaga County

~~ansporter’s

Landfill

Town of ~alina Landfill
Route 11
Town of Sauna
ononcW~a County

tierschfelter Landfill
Town of Onondacia
onondaga County

ij~€sCMIPTION Of HAZA~OOUS wASTES
atPOSITED AT THIS LOCATION

(lu INSTRUCTIONS)

Oct. 1952
Dec. 1961

Jan. 1968
Feb. 1969

Refuge Dlv.
Contract
Trucking Corp.

J. Brillo Co.
Coon Hill Rd.
Skaneateles, N.Y.

Mathieson Trash
S.rvlce pleasant
Valley Rd..
)4arcellUB. N.Y.

— — ——

3. EPA
WASTE
CO~

WASTE DISPOSED OF
QUANTITY OF WASTE

DATE ~/20ffl5

paint sludge

ió~~u i WA8T.~ I.

9Q~ O4SPOSALDATES

DO0 2

TRANSPOATER Of
HALAAOOUS WASTE
(UI W4TMUCTIONSI

—-

No Record x

1• I
paint sludge 0002 540 x X

120 lx :1
Jan. 1962
Dec. 1967

Paint sludge

paint Sludge

paint sludge

J. Brillo Co.
Coon lull Rd.

Skaneateles, N.Y.
0002

D002 Mar. 1969
100 X Dec. 1969

Jan. 1970
0002 ~ x DeC. 1973

480

‘I

—,--- —



1000 T(7,4N LINE WThU~ RnX 48f9. Tj,~ii Ij~

YRACUSE I N.Y. I 13221 jV

DATE 6/20/85

Town of Sauna LandfI~I1
Route 11
Town of Sauna
onondaga County

R.D.O. Inc.
Canal Rd.
CanastOta, N.Y.
p.ecletmed & Returned

Northeast Solite Corp.
Kings Highway
Mt. Marion, N.Y~. ;~j..
Heat Recovery !høiASl4tl0fl

Industrial Environmental
Systems. p.o. Box 437
Mt. Marion, N.Y.

Heat Recovery Incineration

Industrial Environmental
Systems, p.o. Box 437
Mt. Marion, N.Y.
~ PnrrWPrV Tnclneration

Jan. 1981
DeC. 1981

Refuse Div.
Contract Trucking
Corp.

R.D.O. Inc.
Canal Rd.
Canafitota, N.Y.

%OO..4 WAITE O~IPOIM. SITE LOUCRIFTION Of HAZARDOUS WASTES 2LPA 1 WASTE DISPOSED OF ~ORI4 ~. WASTE S. TMANSPO~TE~ Of
iSLE a.4T~JCTiONI~ DEPOSITED AT THIS LOCATION WASTE QUANTITY OF WAITE Q ~ D4SP’OL~4~ HAZARDOUS WASTEEU INSTRUCTIONS) COOS (TONS) DATES (ELf INST~LJCT~ONS)

r—~ -~ — ~ -—---
~-..

3. BrIllo Co.

Landfill Waste Thinner, Paint Jan. 1968 Coon 11111 Rd.
S Reducer F003 2 X X June 1968 Skaneateles, .U.Y.

1•

Waste Thinner, Paint F003 July 1968

On Site Incineration S Reducer 170 x June 1972 N/A

Waste Thinner paint
& Reducer

F00 3
22

Dirty Thinner

x
July 1972
Dec. 1973

F00 3 14/A x
Jan. 1974
DeC. 1976

. HaZ—O—Waete

. Waste Thinner, Paint F003 Jan. 1978 Canal Rd.
& Reducer a 144 x Dec. 1979 Wajipsville, N.Y.

Waste Thinner, paint
S Reducer

F003
78

Waste Thinner, paint
& Reducer

x
Jan. 1980
DeC. 1980

F003

Sealand
RestOt~atiofl

88 x



~SCRIPTIOd 01 HAZARDOUS WASTES
~gposITED AT THIS LOCATIO’4

($U INSTMUCTION~

I. TRANSPORTER 01
HAZARDOUS WAST(
(SEE IH1TMUCTIO4~

town of Sauna Landfill
~oute 11
rown of Sauna
)nondaga County

Jan. 1962
Dec. 1972

Refuse Div.
Contract
Truck I’

DOL.~$ WASTE Q4?O.IM. SIT I
1hLL II1TAIJCT~’S~

4.3. EPA
WA ST I
COO’

WASTE DISPOSED OF
QUANTITY OF WASTE

(TONS)

DATE ~J2O/85
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Syracuse Plant — —

‘-I

April 3, 1986

Mr. Larry Gross
Region 7, Environmental Quality Office
New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
100 Elwood Davis Road
North Syracuse, NY 13212

Subject: Reply to NYDEC Questions From Our March 17, 1986 Meeting

Dear Mr. Gross:

During our meeting on March 17, 1986, we agreed to provide you with addi
tional information regarding PCB use and disposal practices at the Fisher
Guide Syracuse plant. The following are your questions as I understand
them with my replies and attached documentation.

1. Why was hydraulic oil containing PCB omitted from the Industrial
Chemical Survey and the Hazardous Waste Disposal Questionnaire
(generator section)?

Answer:’

a. The Industrial Chemical Survey was completed in July 1985.
Because Part III instructions were unclear, Bob McCarthy and
Jon Pulaski of the NYDEC were contacted. Per Jon Pulaski’s
direction, we were instructed “not to include PCB contaminated
materials. List only purchased chemicals that we have in the
p1 ant.”

b. According to the NYDEC instruction sheet for the Hazardous
Waste Disposal Questionnaire, we were to include hazardous
waste disposal from 1/1/52 through 12/31/81. At the time the
1982 Annual Generator Report was submitted, there were ques
tions raised whether the State of New York had the legal
authority to regulate PCBs as hazardous waste. Our Legal Staff
had discussions with Mr. Robert H. Feller, counsel to the
Division of Solid Waste, NYDEC. Subsequent Annual Generator
Reports for 1983—1985 list waste PCB oil and debris. The
questionnaire was completed using existing plant records and,
therefore, reflect what was previously submitted in plant
reports to the NYDEC and EPA.



Mr. L. Gross
April 3, 1986
Page 2

2. Who handled our general trash?

Answer: Our general trash was transported to the Onondaga County
Solid Waste Authority by A & T Haulers since 1979 according to
existing records (Attachment Bi). Internal correspondence (Attach
ment 82) dated May 19, 1971, indicates that Leaseway Haulers, Inc.
was responsible for general trash consisting of garbage, cardboard,
all scrap plastic, and floor dry. This material was taken to the
Town of Sauna Dump by permit. The following industrial trash
haulers handled our general trash during the Indicated time periods:
Leaseway Haulers, 1/1/73 through 5/31/73; A & T Haulers, 6/1/73
through 5/31/74; and Matthieson Trash Service, 1/1/73 through
12/31/73 (Attachment 83). In our letter to Mr. Larry Gross, NYDEC,
dated March 31, 1976, A & T Haulers is again identified as our
general trash hauler for 1975 (Attachment 84).

3. Provide copies of Annual Generator Reports 1982 through 1985.

Answer: Reports are attached (Attachments Cl through C4).

4. Provide Fly Ash Analysis.

Answer: Attachment D is a recent analysis report for fly ash and
should be considered typical.

5. Provide Paint Sludge Analysis.

Answer: Attachment E Is a recent analysis report for paint sludge
and should be considered typical of Paint Room non-PCB sludge.

6. Provide Industrial Waste Treatment Sludge Analysis.

Answer: Attachments Fl and F2 represent this sludge for the dates
Tndicated on the reports.

7. Provide PCB Analysis for Hydraulic Oil.

Answer: Hydraulic oil from molders tested 12/79 shows a low of 40
P.P.M., average at 148 P.P.M. and a high of 234 P.P.M. Attachments
GI through G3 document these figures. We are currently at less than
20 P.P.M. in all reservoirs and have been for over two years.

8. Calculate or estimate mass flow PCB from 1979 through 1983 that left
our plant.

Answer: We know of no other way of improving upon the estimates
Tndicated in the EPA complaint which estimated that 87,000 kg of
contaminated trash went to our local landfills from 1979 to mid-
1983. Based on this figure, we calculate that 10 lbs. to 30 lbs.
maximum of of PCBs were sent.



Mr. L. Gross
April 3, 1986
Page 3

Please do not hesitate to call if you have any questions

Very truly yours,

F Giacobbi
Plant Engineer
(315) 432—5207

/dr

Attachments

cc: R. Link



APR30 ~84/J Dc..
Genera! Motors Corporation

April 26, 1984

Gregory T. Halbert, Esquire
Waste & Toxic Substances Branch
Office of Regional Counsel
U.S. EPA - Region II
26 Federal Plaza
New York, NY 10278

Dear Mr. Halbert:

Re: General Motors Corporation
Docket No. II TSCA-PCB-84-0202

Enclosed are true and correct copies of Respondent’s
Appearance, Answer, and Request For Hearing.

An informal settlement conference is requested.

V~~YY~~ch

William D. Brussta~ Jr.
Attorney - Legal Staff
Counsel For Respondent

/j C

encs.

Ger~’a~ Motors 8u’id~ng 3O~ west Grano Bou~evaro Det~et Mcniga’~ ~S2O2


